Chriſtian Baptiſm. 


Offered to the conſideration of every cangid 8 ; 
but deſigned chiefly for the ſatisfaction of upri ight 
inquirers, concerning the ſubjects, and proper 
manner of adminiſtering, this ordinance ; for the 
eſtabliſhment of wavering minds ; and to fortify 
ſuch as are weak, againſt the ſuggeſtions of thoſe 
who are r minded. 
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If the truth is at any time ſhaken or un- 
certain, it behoves the prieſts of God, ho 
world obſerve the divine commands, to look 
back to the divine evangelic origin, and 


apoſtolic tradition. 
Gor. Epiſt. ad Pomp. contra Steph, Pag. 195. 


To teach all nations what of him they learn'd 
And his ſalvation : them who ſhall believe 
Baptizing in the profluent ſtream. 


Milt. B. xii, L. 440; 
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P R E F A CE. 


HE cauſe and deſign of this effay is mentioned 
in the beginning of it, and hinted at in the 
title-page ; to which the reader is intreated to at- 
tend. It is very lamentable indeed, that the church 
of Chriſt hath ſo long been diſtreſt and torn by an- 
gry quarrels and contentions ; and the author ſhould 
be very ſorry to do any thing by which theſe are 
likely to be encreaſed or continued. Vet if provi- 
dence calls him (which he ſuppoſes to be the caſe at 
preſent,) to defend any part of what he thinks is 
goſpel truth or duty, he is perſuaded the character 
be bears, and obligations he is under to the bleſſetl 
Redeemer, and to precious ſouls, demand it of him. 
He is very certain this is beſt done, not by gin 
the paſſions, but convincing the judgments of thoſe 
who are otherwiſe minded. He has therefore been 
ſtudious to avoid the former, how deficient ſoever he 
may have been in the latter; and hopes none will find 
any juſt cauſe of offence in the following pages. 
The chief requeſt he would make to the reader, is, 
that he would impartially examine the criptures 
with regard to the ordinance of baptiſm, and regard 
this pamphlet, as far as will be found conſiſtent with 
them; but no farther. He has long thought, and 
ſtill thinks, that would every one, according to his 
ability, act thus, and not take things from others 
without examination, it would greatly tend to the 
promotion both of truth and peace. And © ! what 
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would we not give, what would we not ufer, to 
promote theſe ? He knows the doctrine and practice 
of believers baptiſm is contrary to the carnal mind; 
Yet this, he imagines, is no proof of irs being un- 
ſcriptural ; but rather the contrary. For the carnal 
mind is not ſubjed to the law of God, nor indeed 
can be, He remembers a time when he was very un- 
willing to embrace this ordinance ; but he 1s very 
conſcious, that it was not becauſe he could not find 
it recommended in the bible, but becauſe it was 
contrary to the diſpoſition of all thoſe, except one, 
among whom he laboured, as well as moſt of thoſe 
with whom he then was, or ever had been, acquaint- 
ed, He would therefore gladly have found argu. 
ments againſt it, ſtrong enough to overturnit, With 
this view, he read ſeveral authors on the contrary 
fide. But he aſks leave to ſay, that he met with 


nothing in them, towards, what he could call ſerip- 
ture-proof of the validity of i7fant-baptiſm : all he 


met ' with was mortifying diſappointment. Bein 


"conſcious he had to do with a heart-ſearching God, 


he was determined to act uprightly. He therefore 


procured the reading of a pamphlet or two written 


in vindication of be/zevers baptiſm, which much con- 


fFirmed him in the ſenſe he had before put on the 


ſeriptures in reading them. Tho? contrary to his 
friends, therefore, he ventured to ſtand up as an ad- 
vocate for it, His reaſons for ſo doing, may be learnt, 
from the following pages, which he recommends to 


the candid, and prays that a divine blefling may at- 
tend them, while he ſubſcribes himſelf a lover of. 


truth and peace, and, to the utmoſt of his power, 


|  n ſervant of all who loue our Lord Feſus Chriſt in 
, feneert!y, ul 5 e 
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An humble Eflay, &c. 


SAD no. it appears ſo very clear that the 
7 — baptiſm of believers is recommend- 
do T cho ed in ſcripture, both by precept and 
X. * precedent, yet many, who, as ap- 
Dag pears by this their conduct, don't 
ſufficiently regard that ſacred book, 

deride thoſe who practice it. Hereby ſome ſincere 
chriſtians who would fo/[ow the Lamb aubitherſoever 
be goeth, are often confuſed in their ideas, and diſtreſt 
in their minds, if not miſguided in their practice. 
It may be allowed, that very much can't well be. 
ſaid, more than has before been ſaid on this ſubj ect.; 
yet it is hoped, that could a few thoughts, in eaſy: 
and familiar language, ſuited to the capacities of com- 
mon readers, be once more offered to view, it might, 
under the bleſſing of God, have a happy tendency 
to diſcover the-error of thoſe vain perſons, who,. 
alas! delight in reproaching what they know little. 
of; to ſatisfy ſome inquiring ſouls, and eſtabliſh- 
ſome weak minds, with regard to this ordinance, 
With this view, the following remarks are humbly, . 
and in the ſpirit of meekneſs, ſubmitted to conſides 
ration. | / 
I. As baptiſm is an ordinance of ſo great import- 
ance, and ſo univerſally allowed to be enjoined us in 
the oracles of truth, it muſt be the indiſpenſible duty 


of. 


5 
| 


of both miniſters and people, impartially to examine 
what is meant by it, and to whom it ought to be ad- 
miniftered,—Of miniſters, leſt they be found guilty 
of changing the ordinance of God,* and of teaching 


far dodrines of God, the commandments of men :Þ 


and of the people, leſt their fear towards God, be 
taught merely be man's precept. 5 | 

II. The ſcriptures are a perfe&4F rule, and they 
are our ozly || rule, of paſſing judgment concerning 
truth and falſhood, right and wrong, in all matters 
of religion, whether reſpecting faith or practice. 
We may not be allowed, under any pretence what- 
ever, to follow any man, or men, inthe world, farther- 
than they derive from, and found upon, theſe, ſo. 
far as we can judge, all they teach to others, and 
obſerve themſelves. 1 es 3 
III. We learn from this bleſſed book, that there is 
but one baptiſm (a) belonging to the church of Chriſt. 
Now this one baptiſm, is either dipping or ſprinkling, 
or ſome kind of act that includes both theſe. That 
dipping and ſprinkling are two diſtin& and different 
acts, is indiſputable; and how theſe two different 
acts, can be but o, baptiſm, I cannot yet diſcover. 
Now if they cannot, there are either two baptiſms, 


or one of theſe is no baptiſm. That there are not 


two baptiſms is evident: that immer ſion is proper 


| baptiſm I believe none will deny: but if ſo, the: 


sonſequence muſt be, that ſprinkling is no baptiſm, 
Should it be ſaid, as. it ſometimes has been, that to 
baptize ſignifies to waſh, in general, (which ſeems 
quite deſtitute of proof) it muſt be replied; that. 
ſprinkling is not waſhing. I ſuppoſe no man of judg- 


ment and candor, will (ay the word baptizo proper - 
IF means to ſprinkle ; and if not, ſprinkling cannot 


be. 


*. Tſai. xxiv. 5, + Mar. vii. 7. J 1/ai. wir. 
13. f 2 Tim. iii. 15, 16, 17. Jai. viii. 20. 


(a) Epheſ. iv. 5. 
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So 

be baptiſm.“ It is poſſible this may be clearer by 
addin 3 1 7 | | 
F 271 Whatever is not implied in the import ä MN: 
of the word our Lord made uſe of, when he gave ' | 
the commiſſion to baptize ; and whatever did not | 19 
attend the obſervance of that commiſſion, among | 
the diſciples, cannot now belong to the adminiſtra- i. 
tion of that ordinance, On the other hand, what 1.10 
ever is the preciſe import of the word our Lord uſed, iÞ 
and whatever was the practice of the apoſtles, in 
obedience to our Lord's commiſſion, this and no 1 
other,- can be the proper way of adminiſtering the FP 
ordinance. None of us can deny this, . who allow 14 
that our Lord uſed ſuch words as were ſuited to 
convey to us a full and exact idea of his meaning, 
and that the apeſtles acted in ſtridt obedience to them. 
Fifthly, It clearly appears, both from the ſenſe. th 
in which the ſacred penmen uſe the ſame word, from 19 
the conſtant practice of Jobn and of the apoſtles, 1 
and from ſome other circumſtances, that the ordi- 1 
nance of baptiſm never was, nor can be properly ad- 
miniſtered any other way than hy immerſion. The 
ſenſe of the word baptizo, which is tranſlated to 
baptize, proves this. I am perſuaded there is no 
paſſage in the ſacred oracles, in which it can fairly 
be interpreted, as ſignifying to rinſle, nor to waſh + 
any other way than by dipping. The ſeventy uſe it þ 
EE twice 4 


e 


* It may be proper here to obſerve, that Magnus 00 
evidently ſets waſhing in oppoſition to perfuſion, which i] 
is nearer to waſhing than ſprinkling is; when, IJ 
writing to Cyprian, he aſks whether thoſe who non | | | 
loti fint, ſed perfuſi ) had not been avaſhed, but bad 
water poured upon them, . might: be. eflcemed lawful. | 
chriſtians, Apud, Cypr. Epiſt. 76. pag. 211. And” i i 
[ own, I have often-<vondered how any can fay that { 
baptiſm is waſhing, and yet pretend that they baptizeg, | 
when they only uſe aſper/ion, | 


680) 5 


twice ;* once in a literal ſenſe, as 2 Kin. v. 14. and 

once in a metaphorical ; as Iſai. xzi. 4. The for- 

mer is tranſlated dip; which is the known and con- 

Rant ſenſe of the hebrew word there uſed, and needs 
no comment. The latter place is by our tranſlators, 
according, to the hebrew, rendered fearfulneſs af- 
Frigbied me, The ſeventy, in order, as it ſeems to 
expreſs the deep calamity about to come upon Baby- 
lon for her ſin, uſing the ſtrong word, which, in 
the new teſtament denotes chriſtian baptiſm, read it, 
3 ini- 

Baptizo is only uſed twice by the ſeventy; birt bapto, 

of which baptizo is known to be a diminutive, many 
times. And tho' I think them nearly ſynonimous, yet 
becauſe ſome ſeem unwilling to allow it, and for the 
ſake of brevity, I paſs them by, Yet T believe every 
place where the word is found, if duly examined, 
would tend to prove the validity of immerſion, The 
reader may conſult the following paſſages, where 

fome branch of the word is found. Ex. xii. 22. 
Lev. iv. 16, 17. ix. 9. xiv. 6, 16, 51. Numb. xix. 
18... Deut. xxxiii. 24. Foſh. iii. 15. Rath. ii. 14. 

1 Sam. xiv. 27. 2 Kin. viii. 15. Fob ix, 31. P/. 

Ixviii. 23. Ezel. xxiii. 15. Dan. iv. 33. v. 21. 
In all theſe places, except three, ( viz. Pſ. Ixviii. 23. 
Dan. iv. 33. v. 21.) we have the word Tabal, in 
the hebrew, . And in theſe three, we have thò ſtrong 
and expreſſive words Mabhatz, percuſit, intinxit, 
immerſit ; and Tabah, intinxit, immerſit, &c. which, 
when compared with 2 Kin. v. 14. is, 1 think, a very 
conſiderable proof, firſt, That bapto and baptizo are 
pretty near ſynonimous, 2dly, That the proper ſenſe* 
of baptizo is to dip. We have the word bapto in the 
new teſtament, in Luk, xvi. 24. John xiit, 26. Rev. 
xix. 13. From which places, we may learn its pro- 
2 71 if we bad no other means of knowing it. 
F. Tabal, intixxit, demerſit, immerſit. Buxtorf, in- 
ce. N I 
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iniquity overwhelms, or ſinks, or plunges * me, i. e. 
into deep ſorrow or diſtreſs. How ſtrongly this 
proves that the word properly means to dip or to 
immerſe, 1 think any one may ſee, who underſtands 
what we mean by ſaying a perſon is overwhelmed 


with fear, or ſunk in ſorrow : eſpecially if he re- 


members that our bleſſed Redeemer's prodigious ſuffer- 
ings are expreſſed by the word here uſed by the ſeventy, 


| know not whether it can be of any uſe even to tlie 
moſt ignorant reader, to cite the places in the neu 


eſtament where the ordinance of baptiſm is menti- 
oned, and this ſame word uſed, If it will, he may 
conſult the following. Matt. iii. 6, 11, 13, 14, 16. 
nviii. 19. Mar, i. 4, 5, 8, 9. xvi. 16. Luk. iii. 
7, 12, 21. vii. 29, 30. Joh. ni. 22, 23. iv. 1, 2. 


1, 40. Act. i. 5. ii. 38, 41. viii. 12, 13, 16. 36, 


38. ix. 18, x. 47, 48. Xi. 16. xvi. 15, 33. xvVitt. 
8. Xix. 3, 4, 5. xxii. 16. Rom. vi. 3. 1 Cor. i. 13, 
14, 15, 16. Gal. iii. 27. One would think an im- 
partial reader, when he meets with theſe paſſages, 


and finds the ſame word here uſed, which in the o 


teſtament is tranſlated dip, muſt think it, at leaſt, 


rery probable, that this is the meaning of the word 


here too. And as this concluſion is quite natural in 
Itſelf, ſo, I doubt not, it will be abundantly con- 
irmed by a candid and impartial examination of 


erery paſſage in the new teſtament, where this word 


occurs. Þ e 


Sixthly. In ſome places the ſame word is uſed in 
reference to jewiſh cuſtoms ; by attending to 
vhich, we may be aſſiſted in judging of the import 


* He anomia me baptizei, + That prophane- 
writers conſtantly uſed the word baptizo in this ſenſe, 
re Dr Gales' reflettions on Dr Wall's hiſtory of in,. 
baptiſm. Letter 3d. I could wiſh that learned gentle- 
nan had written that valuable book with a liitle more. 


modeſty, 


( 10) 
of the werd, and the proper manner of adminiſter 
ing the ordinance, T hey are Mar. vii. 4. Luk xi 
38. Heb, ix. 10. In the firſt of theſe, the clauſe ex 
cept they waſh—in the greek is, except they baptize 
upon which clauſe, a very judicious and juſtly ce 
lebrated critic remarks, * that ** Baptizeſthai here 
« js more than kerniptein; for the former ſeems t. 
te reſpect the whole body, the latter only the hands 
&« Nor does baptizein ſignify to waſh, except by con 

„ ſequence for it properly {ignifies to inmerſe, &c, 
Which remark may, I think, be confirmed, and it wil 
appear that the waſhing here mentioned, was certain 
dipping, by obſerving, 1. That the greek word 1 
very different from zipſantai, uſed ver. 3, to ſignif 
waſhing the hands, 2. That it is plain from th 
books of Leviticus and Numbers, that the jews di 
actually dip or bathe themſelves in water, when cere 
monially unclean ; and even by divine appointment 
Now they ſuppoſed, or pretended: themſelves th 
unclean, when they had been at the market or cour 
8. As this was one of their ſuperſtitions, it is ve 
unreaſonable to. ſuppoſe that the ſuperſtition whicl 
excited them to it, would not alſo lead them to d 
it in the common manner, authoriſed by their law. 4 
In the ſame verſe mention is made of the waſhings (it 
the greet baptiſms ) af cups, brazen veſſels, an 
#ables, or couches, Now it is expreſsly command 
ed, that when any veſſel, &c. is unelean, it ſhall b 
ꝓut into the water. Lev. xi. 32. The /cyenty read 
it — hall be DbippED in the water ; and Mr Ain 
worth has clearly ſhewn from Maimonides, on thi 
text, that, Whereſoever the law ſpeaks of waſh 
« ing a perſon's fleſh, or eloaths, or any veſſel fo 
| 4 ; | | . «© un 
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Bea in Lac, and compare bis note on Mat. iu 
11. And ſee alſo to the ſame purpoſe, the nates v 
ebe learned Dr Hammond, and Junius, and Era 
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uncleanneſs, it is done no other way than by dip- 
ping.“ Other learned men have ſſiewn evidently 
at the jews actually immerſed themſelves in water, 
hen they had been at the market, and did in the 
ime manner dip their veſſels, when they eſteemed 
jem unclean.* When theſe things are impartially 
tended to, this text muſt appear an inconteſtible 
roof, that the word in queſtion, in this place, pro- 


5 erly ſignifies to dip, This will help us to under- 
. Dake xi. 38, where we are told the e, 


urvelled that our Lord had not waſhed (in the greek 
Weptized ) before dinner. And two of the writers 
oft referred to, + have ſhewn that the more ſuper- 
fitious Jews, (of which ſort this phari/ce ſeems to 
e one) really dipped their who/e body in water, 
Nen before dinner; and the other zeavs dipped their 
hands, in order to waſh them; which indeed is the 
ommon manner of waſhing the hands even to this 
lay. This text therefore, muſt be an additional 
roof that the word baptizo, ſignifies to dip; and 
onſequently. that baptiſm cannot be adminiſtered 
by ſprinkling. The third text mentioned, is Heb, 


In the greek bapti/ms or bathings } clearly pointing 
Io the various occaſions on which the jews- uſed to 
dip themſelves, their veffels,  &c, in water, menti- 
med above. Alſo the different perſons, as prieſts, 
Yvites, and common-i/raclites, who, on theſe occa- 
lons, purified themſelves; of which we read ſo 
much in the jewiſh law, and which the jewiſh writers 
Alert to have been practiſed by them, 9 : 
Seventh 


reply to Mr Clark, P. 7173. and Dr Gale's re- 


| * 
„ene. P. . + Dr Gill and Dr Gale, 
ra ut ſupra. Lee many places in Lev. xv, xvi, xvii, 


Light- 


k. 10, Where the apoſtle ſpeaks of divers waſhings 


* See Ainſworth on Lev. xi. 32. xv. 5. Dr GilPs 


ur, &c, Ainſworth on Lev. xi. 32. xv. 5, II. Dr 
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Seventhly. In ſome places the ſame word is uſed 


+ figuratively ; but theſe may aſſiſt us in examining 
its ſenſe. As Matt. xx. 22, 23. Luk, xii. 50. Luk, 


iii. 16. Ads i. 5. 1 Cor. x: 2. 

The two firſt of theſe texts ſpeak of our bleſſed 
Lord's ſufferings, which he calls a baptiſm; the 
reaſon and force of which, will appear, by conſider- 
ing how very great theſe ſufferings were, and how 


.common it is to ſay, a perſon in great trouble, is 
plunged in ſorrow, or overwhelmed with diſtreſs, 
And this manner of ſpeaking is quite agreeable to 


ſcripture, compare pſ. Ixix. 2. Now theſe diſtreſſes 


of our Lord are evidently called a baptiſm, becauſe, 


as a perſon, when baptiſed by John and the apeſiler, 
was plunged into the water, and conſequently over- 
flowed with it, ſo our Lord was, as it were, over- 
whelmed and overflowed with, and plunged into, 
diſtreſſes, or ſorrows, for us poor ſinners, Any one 


muſt ſee, that ſprinkling a little water on the face, 
can be no repreſentation at all, of ſuch unparal- 
leled ſufferings. But if our Lord's words be true, 
they are repreſented by baptiſm ; and it will there 


fore neceſſarily follow, thar ſprinkling i is not baptiſm, 
Luk. iii. 16. Acts i. 5. where the baptiſm of the 
Holy Ghoſt is mentioned, point to that exceeding 


large effuſion of ' ſpiritual gifts, mentioned As ii. 


2—5, at which time, the ſacred hiſtorian informs us, 


the ſound filled the houſe where they were Fitting con- 
ſequently they were ſurrounded with it, and, as it 
were immerſed in the midſt of it, as a perſon, when 
baptized, is ſurrounded with, and immerſed in the 
water, And were filled with the Holy Ghoſt, V. 3. 


Theſe ſtrong expreſſions ſeem intirely to loſe their 


force and energy, when compared with ſprinkling ; ; 


but 


Li bf on the Temple, chap. 37. Seck. 1. Sir 


John Fleyer's biſtory of cold bathing, fo 4. Dr Dr Gilf 


againſt Mr Clark, and Dr s in loc. 
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but clearly retain it, when compared to immerſion. 
The laſt of theſe texts is, 1 Cor. x. 2.—baptized un- 
to Moſes, in the cloud and in the ſea; referring to 
the ſituation of the /ſraclites in the red ea, mention - 
ed Exod, xiv, 19.—23. where we are informed that 
the waters were a wall to them on both ſides; and it 
appears the cloud was over them. But at the ſame 
time, they went over on dry ground ; and that part 
of the cloud which was over them, was bright and 
gave light to them, while it was dark to the Egyptians, 
v, 20, Theſe things ſhew that there was no water 
poured or ſprinkled on them, either from the cloud 
or ſea, To which it may be added, that, had this 
been the caſe, it could not have been ſaid, with truth 
or propriety, (as it is here) that they were baptized 
in, it m er have been ſaid from, or by, the 
cloud and ſea, Nor can it fairly be aſked, © Were 
© they dipt in the cloud?“ for we can all ſee, they 
were as much dipt as ſprintled in the cloud ; and 
the text does not /mply ſay, they were baptized i in 
the cloud; but in the cloud, and in the ſea; be- 
cauſe, being between, and below, the walls of the 
ſea, and covered with the cloud, they were, as it 
were, immerſed, or buried, in, or under, both; 
and ſo repreſented a perſon who is, according to the 
apoſtle's language, buried with Chriſt in baptiſm,* 
alluding, as moſt, if not all, commentators of note, 
acknow edge, to the © ancient manner of baptizing 
„ by immerſion.” And indeed ſprinkling has no 
J reſemblance of a burial. The words of the apoſile, 
| — compared "__ the paſſage to which * 
refer, 


* Rom, vi, 4. Col. ii, 12. Sir John Floyer ſays, 
that the French King s baptiſteries, built in the time 
of Clodoveus, in all which they uſed immerſion, had 
ſteps, by which they deſcended as into a ſepulchre, be- 
cauſe, ſays he, it is ſaid we are buried with Chriſt in 
baptiſm, 5 of cold baths, p. 55. 
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refer, are an additional proof, that the word baptize 


properly ſignifies to dip or immerſe ;-and conſequent- | 


ly that baptiſm is not properly adminiſtered, but by 
immerſion, And this truth is confirmed by the ge- 
neral conceſſion of commentators, I have juſt now 
mention'd. Surely the ancient way of baptizing, 
namely, the way of our Lord and his apoſtles, is 
the true way; and why ſhould we chooſe, or at- 
tempt to defend one different from it? Allowing that 
ſprinkling is one method of baptizing, (than which, 
1 firmly believe, nothing is more contrary to truth) 
yet ſurely the method that was-attended to by our 
bleſſed and adorable Maſter, which is, on all hands, 
allowed to be immerſion, may be- ſufficient for us his 
unworthy ſervants, And Icannot but ſtand amazed 
that every real lover of the dear Redeemer, (ſup- 
Poſe there were two methods) does not long, yea, is 
not determined, to obſerve that which he knows his 
dear Saviour obſerved before him. 

Eightly. The places where John and Philip bap- 
tied, and their going into, and coming out of, the 
water, would prove, if it were diſputed, that they 
baptized by immer/ffon, The multitudes were bap- 
tized in the river of Fordan ;* and our Lord, in (or 
into) Jordan. FJohn baptized in Enon, for this 
very reaſon, becauſe there was much water there. 
This ſurely could not have been the reaſon of 7ohz's 
baptizing N. had * been baptiſm, as well 

as 


* Marl.i,s. TF,9. 1:5 vor 1 e When 
theſe words are read, one would wonder that any 
Should think of taking advantage at the ambiguity 
of the prepoſition «mo If Feſus was baptized into 
Jordan, he muſt needs come out of it. Þ John ili, 
23. That hudata polla denotes a large quantity of 
avater, ſee Dr Doddridge i in loc. That John dipped 
the perſons in it, is allowed and aſſerted both by Piſ- 
cator and Dr Whitby in loe. 
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as immerſion ; ſince any place, capable of being in- 
habited, will afford water ſufficient for ſprinkling vaſt 


numbers. It muſt therefore intimate, not only that 
John dipped theſe perſons, but that no other method 


would anſwer his end: conſequently that'/prin#/ins 
is not proper baptiſm, Philip alſo baptized the 
Eunuch, in a certain water, into which they Hr both 
went down, both Philip and the Eunuch, A ſuffici- 
ent proof that the Eunuch was baptized by immerſion. * 

Ninthly. Many very learned men, both of former and 
later ages, and even many of thoſe, who have ad- 
mitted of ſprinkling (wonderful and aſtoniſhing as 
it is to tell!) have allowed, yea, aſſerted and main - 
tained, that this is the proper import of the word, 
and the moſt proper and ſcriptural way of adminiſter- 
ing the ordinance. To cite their words here would 
be too tedious. The authors referred to in the mar- 


gin, F have done it at large: and have ſhewn, that 
Tertullian, Bazil, Chryſaſtom, Ambroſe, Ladlantius, 
Anſelm, Bernard, Aquinas, Calvin, Zanchius, A- 
lexander de Halys, Erotius, Keckerman, Daille, 


B 2 Morus, 


2 


* 42s viii, 38. 0 It would be very unnatural, 


te ſays the learned and pious Dr Doddridge, to ſup- 
« poſe that they went down to the water, merely 
e that Philip might take up alittle water in his hand, 
« fo pour on the Eunuch. A perſon of his dignity 


© had, no doubt, many veſſels in his baggage, on 
te fach a journey, thro” ſo deſart a country; a pre- 


© caution abſolutely neceſſary for travellers in thoſe 


« parts, and never omitted by them. See Dr Shaw's 


% Travels, pref. pag. iv,” Dr Doddridge in loc. 
+ Stennett's anſwer to Ruſſen, p. 145—189, Rees 
againſt Walker, p. 138—142. Foot's little practi- 
cal diſcourſe on Baptiſm, p. 9— 12. Wall's hiſt. of 
inf. bapt. part 2, p. 370-374. 3d edit. Gale's re- 
flections on Wall's hiſt. p. 191-194. Danvers, treat. 
on baptiſm, p. 192-204. 
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Morus, Eftius, Curcellæus, Limborch, the AſemBly 


of Divines, Mede, Biſhop Taylor, Biſhop Burnet, 
Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Biſbop Fowler, Dr Barrow, | 


Dr Cave, Dr Teuerſon, Dr Whitby, Sir Norton 
Knaichbull, Dr Clark, and many others, have, ſome 
of them aſſerted, the proper meaning of the word is 
to dip; others of them have ſhewn taat the apoſtles 
and primitive church, adminiſtered this ordinance by 
dipping ; and that dipping beſt ſuits the expreſſions 
and alluſions of ſcripture, where baptiſm is mention» 
ed or referred to, That theſe are unexceptionable 
evidences in the preſent caſe, few will doubt; and 
what theſe writers unanimouſly.maintain, is fo uni- 
verſally allowed by men of learning, judgment, im- 
partiality and candour, that we need not wonder to 
hear that learned preceptor, Menſ. Beſſuet, Biſhop 
of Meaux, afſert,* that, To baptize ſignifies to 
_«« plunge, as is granted by all the world; nor to 
fee him, with ſo much warmth and eloquence, proye, 
that dipping is both N to ſcripture, and to 

the common practice of the church for 1300 years. 
Nor to hear his learned opponent ſo ingenuouſly ac- 
knowledge the weight and force of his arguments, 
and confeſs that, “If ſprinkling deſtroys not the 
jubſtance of baptiſm, yet it alters it, and in ſome 
fort corrupts it; tis a defect (ſays he) which 
++ ſpolls its lawful form.” But 1 aſk leave, with 
ſubmiſſion, to mention one thing, which is, indeed, 
very wonderful to ze, viz. that thoſe, who at this 
day, allow the ſame with the gentlemen now men- 
| F tioned, 


174. + ib. 5. 186, 


* Cited by Mr Stennett, þ. 


His opponent is ſaid to be Monſ. de la Roque, then 
paſtor of the reformed church at Roan in Normandy. 
They were engaged in a controverſy concerning the 
Lord's: ſupper, and the Bp. only mentions baptiſm, 


by way of collateral argument. 
189. | 
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tioned, can yet be ſatisfied to adminiſter an ordi- 


nance of Chriſt, or encourage the adminiſtration of 
It, in a way different from the apoſtles, the primi- 
tive church, and the ſenſe of the words, in which 
the great lawgiver gave the commiſſion, This, I 
think, is one of the moſt marvellous things, and in- 
explicable miſteries, I remember to have ſeen or 
heard 'of, among thoſe who profeſs an i en re- 
gard to the werd e, God. 

Tenthly. The objections ſome have made againſt 
this, ſeem to have no great weight in them. Some 
ſay, Peter and John could not have dipped ſo many 
in ſo ſhort'a time. But 1. We know not how long 
John was in baptizing them. 2; They might in- 
merſe very near as ſoon as ſprinkle them; ſince the 
fame form of words is ufed in both. 3. It is not 
ſaid that thoſe baptized Acts ii, 37 —41. were all 
baptiſed by Peter; * nor all in one day, as ſome 


have objected. Nor is it reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that 


the eleven apoſtles, and ſeventy diſciples, who were 
all miniſters, would all leave this work to Peter: 
and they, all engaging in'it, would but have about 
36 or 3 a- piece, to baptize; which would but take 


up a very little part of a day. Nor could there, as 


others have objected, be any: difficulty in procuring 
proper garments ifor- ſo many Mecaule they had on- 
ly to procure each one for himſelf; and if one can 
procure one proper garment; a thouſand garmenis 


may, with equal eaſe, be procured by a thouſand 


perſons, Beſides, as a learned author + has obſerved, 

bathing was ſo common among the 7ews, that we 

can t thinkthey would be without proper garments for 
ns. þ » the 


* MrStennett againſt Ruſſen, p. 123. + If the 


account given us by ſome of our engliſh hiſtor tans, be 
ts be credited, viz, that Auſtin, ? 


or as others ſay, 


Paulinus, | who lived a. few years after bim) in the. 
bee - 


n 


(#8) | 
the purpoſe, Tt. ſeems. equally void of force, to] N 
fay, * The jailar could not be dipt in his houſe, in I fayi 
© the night, At wiz 33. and therefore mult needs if © e. 
«© be ſprinkled.” For ſt, It is not uncommon for iÞ © © 
perſons to bathe in their houſes; eſpecially in caſes © Bec: 
of importance. 2d, It is not probable that the jailor I whi: 
was baptized in his houſe, but the contrary. - Tis I ſprv 
faid, ver. 34. he brought, Paul and Silas into his faid 
houſe, after his (baptiſm ;, which clearly implies, I cha 
that at haptri/m they were nat init. Independent of © whe 
others, therefore, this is at leaſt, a very probable I han 
proof that the ai/or. was dipt. Nor can 1 doubt, I his 
from what has been ſaid before, that, he actually wos 2d, 
dipt, if he disc. 

To ſay, there is danger of injuring the health, in imn 
baptizing by humatfien, ſeems. not only too much tha 
like reflecting on the wiſdom and goodneſs of Ghri/i, I colc 
the great lawgiver and inſtitutor of the ordinance; © no 
bat alſo contrary ta the truths derived from daily whi 
obſervation, and conſtant experience. Tis well imr 
known, cold bathing is preſcribed as a remedy againſt I nat 
a great many diſerders; and in general, it has a I has 
tendency to promote, rather than iypeir the health. tur; 
Hence a celebrated: knight, and very learned pci 
an, has ventured taffore-tell, that The inhabi- 

«« tants of England will return again to this xu ¶ Du 
„ OLD V3EPUL mode, (i. e. baptiſm by immerſion} De: 
© when they are more acquainted with the uſeful- 

„ nck of cold haibi 


beginning of the 1th century, baptized 10,000 in ane W. 
day in the river Swale, it would ſure be no hard mat- An 
ter for the apoſtle Peter to baptize 3000, See Fullers A. 
ch. Hiſt. p. 66. * Hiſt, of cold baths, p. 25, 80, ¶ ec 
81. 4t is really amazing that any oe of underſtand- 
ing, ſhould be weak eneugh to talk of danger in the 
practice of immerſion, Virgil evidently thought or 
therwiſe, when he ſays, 2 


Duram 


| NS. 

Nor ſhall we ſpeak more to the purpoſe at all, in 
ſaying, * This. is more dangerous in theſe cold 
« countries, than it was in thoſe hot ones, in which 
% our Lord and his apo/tles travelled and laboured.” 


Becauſe 1ſt, This is one of thoſe (AL L) nations for 
which our Lord inſtituted this ordinance: and if 


ſprinkling is not baptiſm, as, from what has been 
ſaid, I think it clear that it is not, we ſhould not 


change an ordinance of Chrift for a human tradition, 


whatever be our ſituation ; but leave ourſelves in the 
hands of him, who requires us to prove ourſelves 
his Friend, by doing whatſoever be commands ut. 


2d, Countries much colder than this. of ours, as 


Maſcovy, Livonia, & c. are well known to baptize by 
immerſion to this preſent time. A ſufficient proof 


that there is no danger in this practice, from the 
3d, This country is ſure 


coldneſs of the country. 


no eolder now nit was two centuries ago, till 


which time (as we ſhall ſhew preſently). baptiſm by 


immerſion was certainly the conſtant practice in this 


nation. 4th, The | wg phyſician mentioned before, 


has ſaid enough to ſhew, that immerſion is more na- 
tural and , and Jels Gan ganas 1 in cold, than in 
Rh © | | | A hot 


Durum a ſtirpe genus; ; natos ad flumina primum 
Deferimus, e seln duramus et undis. 


_ Aneid/ ix. 602. 
In Englifh, to this effect. 
Stout are our offspring, even from the womb; 
Whom, to the rivers, we convey, when born, 
And there we harden in the icy ſtream, | --. 
And I think any impartial man will lay affde this ob- 


jection, when he hat read, and confidered, what Sir 


John Floyer, and Dr Baynard have written on the 
weſulneſs of cold baths. Compare allo Wall's Hiſt, 
of Inf. Bapt. part 2. f. 350—380. * John xv, 14, 


T Floyer” s Hiſt, of cold baths, Pe I 2, I 3, 14, Wall's a 


luſt, part 25 P. 375. 
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till pretty far in the third century. 
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Hot countries.* Theſe things fully prove, that, the 
eoldneſs of the country can by no means be an argu- 
ment againſt the practice of immer ſioůon. 
Eleventh, Some reader may poſſibly aſk, from 
this view of things, How then came the practice 
« of ſprinkling to be ſo cuſtomary, if the ſcriptures 
« are ſo full and clear againſt it?“ It may be pro- 
per to fill a page witb a ſhort anſwer, by obſerving, 
I. Tho' many corruptions did really prevail in the 
church, ſoon after the apoſtles time, yet ſprinkling 
inſtead of immerſion, does not appear to be one of 
the firſt, We have many clear proofs from tle 
writers of thoſe times, that they baptized by immer 
ion, but nota hint concerning pouring or /priniling, 
1 the Morat, other- 
wiſe Novation, who flouriſhed about A. D. 25 1, is 
the firſt inſtance that can be produced, (as will, on 
all hands, be allowed) of any, who had water pour- 
ed on them inſtead of immerſion; and this only in 
danger, as they ſuppoſed, of immediate death. 
2, But tho' Novatus, now likely to die, ſatisfied him- 
ſelf with perfuſion inſtead of. immerſion; as others 
3 „ in 


. 8 *} , 
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* Hiſt, of cold baths, p. 112. + Vid. Barnab, 


 Epiſt, eath. cap. 11, p 69, and p. 70. Oxon. Ed, 


1685, Herm. Paſt, L. i. Vif. 3, $'2. ad fin. Lib, 


ejuſdem. 7, P. 25. L. 3. Simil. 9.4 16. Oxon, Ed. 


1685. Juſt, Mart, Apol. in opera, p. 93, 94. Colon. 
1686. Tert. de bapt. cap 2. in opera, p. 224. cap. 
4. P. 225. cap. 13. 229. De reſurrect. cap. 47. Firm. 
apud. Cypr. Epiſt. 55. Pp. 202, 204. alioſque multos, 
$ The learned know what critics have ſaid about the 
name of this perſon, . whether it was Novatus or No- 
vatian. The curious reader may ſee the arguments 
en both ſides collected together, in Dr Lardner's Cre- 
dibility ot the goſpel hiſtory, part 2. vol. 5. p. 365 
—375-. 1 Corn, Epiſt. ad Fab. apud Euſeb. H. E. 
L. 6. xc. 42, 8 DM 
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in the ſame or like condition, afterwards did ; yet it 


is clear, the church then, did not eſteem this valid 
baptiſm; for when Cornelius Biſhop of Rome, men- 


tions this matter to Fabius Bp. of Antioch, he ſays, 


He was baptized by perfuſion, as he lay in his bed, 
if it may be called baptiſm.” * A plain intimation 


that he doubted whether it could properly be ſo cal - 


led or not. And afterwards,+ he ſays, that all the 
clergy and a great many of the laity, withſtood his 
ordination to the ini/terial office ; For, ſay they, 
« it is not lawful for any one baptized by perfuſion, 
« m his bed, in time of ſickneſs, to be admitted to 
« the office of the miniſtry.” Which we can never 
think they would have ſazd, had they eſteemed this 
proper baptiſm, And this is ſtill further clear from 
the ſeruples which Magnus mentions to Cyprian, 
when he inquires whether thoſe who have not been 
waſhed in the water, but only had it poured on them, 


can be eſteemed x legitimi chriftiant 4 lawful chriſti- 


ins. 1 One can't think, ſuch a queſtion would have 
been propoſed, had the practice been thought apoſ- 
ane or * __ approved in the earch, 


ma. 


. + _ John Floyer, when vindienting, or 


veins, the prattice of immerſion in baptiſm, ob- 

ves that, „Men chriſtianity was fit planted, 
* the bath firudtures, Ci. e. of the Greeks and Ro- 
mans) were turned into temples, and the piſcinas, 
* or cold baths, were called baptiſteria by Pliny 


® junior, and in them they baptized frequently.” 


Hiſt, of cold baths, þ 63. Theſe Balnez or baths, are 


renriened by Suetonius (vit. Aug. cap. 76, 85, 94) and 


thers ; and the curious reader may find a more Par- 
cular account of them in Dr Potter's antiquities of 
breece, vol. 2, p. 370—373. and ſtill more circum+ 


atiq. on the word Balneæ. Þ Cyp. Epiſt. 76, . 211: 
Pris 1632. | 


lanizal, in Danet's Dictionary of greek and roman 
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excuſe than defend the practice; ; for what he ſays 


' terward admitted, yet, only in extraordinary caſes 
when very weak, confined to their beds or the like 
and this only by ſome perſons. Hence, as Dr Gal 


622 


III. Magnus propoſing this ſcruple, Cyprian, the 
firſ?, and only perſon that we know of, at that time, ce 
who ſpoke in favour of pouring, attempts rather tc 


| hardly looks like a defence; but is rather a proof tc 

zue, that he doubted whether it could be defended 77 
or no. He only ſpeaks of it, as what God may bꝗ w! 
Pleaſed to a/lew of, or indulge as a compendium off th 
abridgment of baptiſm, ( divina compendia are hi ſpe 


words.) Sir John Floyer, has an expreſſion con im 


| cerning the Romi/h church, which I aſk leave her 12 
to recite, © The church qf Rome, ſays he, hath ch. 
« drawn ſhort compendiums of both ſacraments. Ii By 


cc the Euchariſt they, uſe only the wafer, —and in 


4 ſtead of immerſion they introduce aſperſion.“ to 
Here it is evident, he like Cyprian, ought ſprink 


ling only an abridgment of baptiſm. Gyprian er 
cuſes this abridgment, only in a caſe of urgent ne th: 
ceſſity, And he does not plead even in favour offf it 
» this allowance, any command of our Lord, or hi /*' 
apoſtles, or any example of either; or any paſſag i Di 
of the new teſtament, which ſo much as favours, off [4 
admits of, ſuch a practice: or the extenſive ſenſe off 2 
the word baptizo; or even any uſuage of the church © 
at or before his writing this epiſtle. - He. mentions lar 
paſſage or two, indeed, in the od teſtament; bu 

it is clear they have not the leaſt relation to baptiſm. 

Twelfth. However, from this weak beginning 
this practice did prevail in the church; and was at B. 


well obſerves, | Conſtantine the great, tho? old, and 1. 


being taken with a fit of ſickneſs, likely to die bee 


x coul eſt 


* Hiſt, of cold baths, 5. 15. 4 The paſſages ifh 77 
mentions, are Numb, vii, 7. X1X, 19. Ezek, XLXXIX, 25 Hil 
f Reflect. p. 209. 9 pa 
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could not be content with it, but was baptized by 
Euſebius Biſhop of Nicomedia in the uſual way, * 

i. e. by immer/ion. Dr Wall infers, (tho' I think, 
not with ſufficient evidence) from the words of Gen- 
nadius, F that it began to be indifferent in France, 
whether immerſion or perfuſion was uſed, fo ſoon as 
the th century: but owns he is the firſt writer who 
ſpeaks of it as indifferent, He ſhews clearly that 
immerſion was moſt common in Trag about A. D. 
1260, and in Germany, at 1120. But it ſeems by 


then eſteemed more indifferent, and the church of 
Mentz preferred pouring A. D. 1551. Vet ſo to pour as 
to wet both the head and ſhoulders, F In the year 
$16, it ſeems ſome in England attempted to introduce 
the practice of pouring; but by à council held in 
that year, under Xenuph king of the Mercians, it 
it enjoined, that hey hall not pour water on the in- 
fants, but ſhall Al wars dip them in the font. 
Dipping was the common way in England about 
1422, and continued fo till the reign of Queen Eli- 
zabeth, as both Sir Fohn Fleyer, and Dr Wall (as 
well as others) do aſſert, and ſufficiently prove at 
large; (4) and dong can fairly deny. So that, as 


* Vit. Conflant L. 4.c. 62, + Gennadius was 
b. of Marleilles iz France, and flouriſhed about the 
2» of the fifth century; —bis words are, ** The perſon 
© tobe baptized, after his confeſſion, WAS either wetted 
« with the water or plunged into it.“ Which words, 
I think might have been uſed, if perfuft on had only 
been admitted in ſome caſes ; tho" it had not been 
eſteemed quite indifferent au hether was practiſed, See 
Boſſuet's words, recited p. 17, f See Wall's bift, 
es i of Inf. Bapt. part 2, p. 360, || Fuller's church 
„ 2% hiſtory of Britain, B. 2, % 109, and Wall's hiſtory 
part 2, p. 362. (a) Wall's hiſt. part 2, p. 364— 
367. Floyer's hiſt, of cold baths, letter 3d. 
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Mr Rees juſtly obſerves, * till this time, the whole 
| | nation conſiſted of hapti/ts, i. e. they had all been 
$ baptized by immerffon. Sir John Floyer ſhews, it 
| appears to have continued till longer in Wales.+ 
However, about this time pouring began to prevail 
in England, It had been allowed, in caſe of ſuch 
weakneſs as that the child was not able to bear dip- 
ping, in the offices of the church of England, for 
public baptiſm, about 50 years before; and * It 
« being allowed, ſays Dr Wall, t to weak children 
(tho ſtrong enough to be brought to church) to be 
e baptized by affuſion, many fond ladies and gentle- 
« women /ir/?, and then by degrees, the common 
« people, would obtain the favour of the prigt to 
let their children paſs for weak children.” Thus, 
as he afterwards obſerves, 9 The inclinations of 
«© the people, backed with the authorities of three 
« men of note, | who now encouraged it, carried 
the praQice againſt the rubric, and I alk leave to 
add, evidently againſt the ſcripture too. 
The evidence in favour of inmerſion, and againſt 
afper/ion, ariſing from this ingenuous acknowledge- 
ment of ſo learned a divine, may be confirmed by 
the aſſertion of the learned knight, (a) before men- 
tioned; who ſays, that, In king James's time, 
« when the people grew peeviſh with all ancient 
« ceremonies, and thro' the love of novelty, and 
«© the niceneſs of parents, and the pretence of mo- 
« deſty, they laid aſide immerſion, which never was 
4 « abrogated by any canon, but is ſtill recommend- 
| «© by the preſent rubric of our church, which or- 
; 0 = the "child to be dipt e and warily.“ 
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Thirteenth, It may be proper to note three thingy 
here, by the way. | 
I. That ſprinkling from the fingers ends, the way 
now commonly uſed, did not obtain, even ſo late as 
A. D. 1600, the time above-mentioned ; nor till 
above forty years after. It was only beginning ſays 
Dr Wall, at 1645, now about 123 years ago. Ill 
then, after dipping was very near laid aſide, pour- 
ing out of the hand, out of a ladle, or the like, 
was the common practice. *The plain ſcripture me- 


carnal inclinations of men ſhould turn from one 
thing to another. And ſhould any one uſe any other 
methods, I cannot ſee how thoſe who uſe /ig, can 
pretend to oppoſe themin it ; becauſe they are clear- 
y both alike unſcriptural. I am Joth to offend any 
one of God's creatures, eſpecially his miniſters ; but 
in treating of divine matters, we beſt manifeſt our 
real love, by an open: hearted endeavour, to reduce 


one another from pernicious errors. I therefore add, 


believe there is not a perſon in the world, who 
would not allow, at leaſt upon a little cloſe conſide- 
ration, that there is as much plain ſcripture for 
ſprinkling the feet or toes, or any other part, and 
calling that baptiſm ;z as there is for, ſprinkling the 
face and calling that ſo, And indeed fince the plain 
ſcripture method of immerſion is forſaken, it mat- 
ters not what be turned to, fince we can turn to no- 


thing but what is unſcriptural, "till that be turned 


to again, 

II. The practice either of pouring or ſprinkling 
has by no means, ever prevailed all over the chriſtian 
world 5 nor any part of it, but ſo much as does own, 
or has owned, the uſurped power of the Pope; and 
lo received it from him and his adherents. Thoſe 
two eminent and learned writers of the e/7abli/hed 


CG cure 


* Wall's hiſt, part 2, p. 360, 367. 


thod being forſook, it is no wonder the fancies and 
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3 before · mentioned, Sir 7ohn Floyer and Dr fon 
Wall, as well as others, have made this fully evi- the 
dent. All other chriſtians in the world, ſays Dr im 
* Wall, i. e. all in Ma, Africa, and about a third WI 
« part of Europe, in which third part are compre-· ¶ aſp 
« hended the chriſtians of Græcia, Thracia, Servia, as 
« Bulgaria, Raſcia, Walachia, Moldavia, Ruſſia, pra 
« Nigra, Moſcovy, Ge. do, and ever did, ordina- will 
rily, baptize by immerſion * _ it ĩs 

III. We have no reaſon to doubt, but lars confi. aut 
derable evidence, all circumſtances, being conſider. wor 
ed, that there have been ſome in all ages of chriſti- 1 
anity, eſpecially in and about the vallies of Piedment, has 
who have both conſtantly baptized by eren thri 
and have baptized none but believers. r- tha 

Fourteenth, Since this change of immerſion i into teaf 
ſprinkling, many learned writers, and ſome even of wor 
the clergy of the effabli/hed church, have lamentedſ ns 
it, and endeavoured to retrieve the uſe of immer ſian, of 
as being more agreeable to the ſenſe of the original the 
word baptizo, the expreſſions of /cripture, and the and 
practice of the primitive church, Theſe are Sotus] it n. 
Mr Rogers, Biſhop Taylor, Sir Norton. Knatchbull, I pret 
Dr Towerſon, Dr Whitby, c. I who plead ſtrenu - nati 
ouſly for the ręviving of this practice, except in caſes Ti: 
of neceflity. And I muſt own, how any necellity ther 
can warrant our acting contrary to, or different from, 8 
Chri/t and his apoſtles, I cannot yet diſcern, T helefl facr 
things are well enough known by perſons of reading, ed? 
and will be owned by perſons of candor. - Nor are - 4 
they mentioned as proofs of the validity of immer- 
ſion, and invalidity of aſperſion; but only as hu- 


is e 

man evidences in favour of it, and for the ſake off eon 
5 per · to t 

| aga 

| „Hi inf bap. part 2,5. 368, 6; $77; +Seeand muſf 
compare Rees againſt Walker, p. 189y—202. Gille re- wor 
Þly to Clark, p. 30, 31, 109, 110. Brandt's hiſt, of the bap 


Reform, p. 12. f Wall's Hiſt, part 2, p. 379394 
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ſome perſons of leſs knowledge and underſtanding in 
theſe matters, who ſeem to think that the practice of 


immerſion in baptiſm is but lately become uſual 
Whereas, the truth is, it is but lately laid aſide for 
aſperſion. Yet we appeal to the word of God alone, 
as the teſt of truth, and wiſh no ſupport for our 


practice, if that does not ſupport it, but ſhall be 


willing, yea glad and determined to lay it aſide, if 


it is not authorized there. On the other hand, the 


authority of God's word is ſufficient, ſhould all the 
world act contrary, © © __ 8 

I aſk leave humbly, by way of remark on what 
has been ſaid, to propoſe to the impartial reader 
three queſtions, 1. Is it not clear from theſe things, 
that the practice of ſprinkling is founded, chiefly at 
leaſt, in the inclinations of men, rather than the 


word of God? 2. Is it not evident that if any of 


ns practiſe, and inſiſt on ſprinkling as the proper way 


of baptizing, we oppoſe both the word of God, and 


the conſtant uſuage of the church, almaſt in all ages 


and nations, at leaſt till a few centuries ago? 3, Is 


it not much better and ſafer, to follow the plain ex- 
preſſions and examples of ſcripture, than the ineli- 
nations or practice of any man or men in the world? 
Tis before Cod that we are to appear hereafter; and 
therefore we ſhould act as before God here. 


 $egconDLY. WaHo are the proper /ubjeds of this 


facred ordinance? To whom ſhould it be adminiſter- 
ed? To infants or belicvers? | 

Anſw. A good way to know our duty in any 
point, is to underſtand the words in which that duty 
is enjoined. Miniſters of the goſpel have but one 
commiſſion in the whole book of God, with regard 
to this ordinance, To this commiſſion let us return 


again, and inquire who are to be baptized : for we 


muſt ſurely all own that only thoſe to whom the 
words will fairly extend, are the proper ſubjects of 
baptiſm, Tis expreſt Matt, xxviii, 19, 20. Go 

| | C 2 ye 
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ze therefore and teach all natiens, baptizing them in 


the naue of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 


Holy Ghoſt, teaching them to obſerve all things aubatſa- 
ever I have commanded you. | take the plain meaning 
of theſe words to be, Go and teach, not in Fu- 
dea only, but in all other countries, where you ſhall 
have opportunity, what 1 have done and ſuffered for 
a ruined world, and the bleflings to be enjoyed thro' 
what I have done and ſuffered ; and the abſolute 
neceflity of repentance towards GoD, and faith in 
ME in order to ſalvation, Baptize all who receive 
this goſpel, and appear cordially to embrace. your 
teſtimony ; and then inſtruct them in all the parts 
of practical religion, whereby they may hoaour-ME 
and my Far in the World, by living in all ho- 
| Vineſs and righteouſneſs of life. Compare Mar, 
xvi. 16. Luk. xxiv. 47. Gs xxvi. 18-21. feb. 
vi. 1, 2. This is ſo very natural and fair a ſenſe of 
the words, and, in ſubſtance, ſo. generally embrace: 

ed by judicious and learned expaſitors, that tis won» 
derful any ſhould give the words another turn, in 
order to vindicate infant baptiſim from them. Nor 
does it ſeem Jeſs wonder ful, that any who admit this 
ſenſe of them, ſhould yet think this text to admit of 
that praftice, I aik leave to make an humble reply 
to a few arguments offered with one or the other of 
theſe views. One is by a criticiſm on the greek word 
Matheteuſate, tranſlated teach v. 19, which, is to 
this effect. The word, means to diſciple or make 
diſciples, and the words baprizing them, are expla- 
natory of it, and ſhew the way by which we are to 
make diſciples, i. e. by baptiſm.“ Others chuſe to 
fay, © It ſignifies to make diſciples in general, or by 
any means, and baptiſm is one way of making diſci- 
N ; therefore we are to make diſciples of the adult 

y teaching, but of infants by baptizing them.“ 
This, I think, is the beſt and ſtrongeſt light, in which 
this argument can be placed. $57 28 
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nfl Anf. 1. It is evident this is different from, and 


he even contrary to, the known and acknowledged ſenſe 


ſe-Jof the words, in the beſt critics and commentators, 
ng (as thoſe who are acquainted with critics and com- 


will never be a paſſage produced, in which the words 


ute I ean fairly be interpreted to ſignify making diſciples, 


or proſelytes, any other way than by teaching. 2. 


e They who object this, allow that we ſhould teach the 
ur adult, before we baptize them: and this is the chief 
5 text they produce in proof of it. But it is evident, 


ME if this text will admit of the ſenſe the objection gives 


10” Fit, it can't prove even this. For if, according to 


* this text we can proſelyte by baptiſm, or by any 
40. 


of N moſt profligate and ignorant of mankind. But as I 


aer believe few will. allow of this practice, they cannot 
N-Eplead fairly for this ſenſe. of this text. I add zdly, 


in if it will admit of this ſenſe, given in the objection, 
Jon how can we vindicate the pH and their practice? 
We well-know they fr/? taught, and then baptized, 
of Nxow we believe, they underſtood, and acted accord- 


ly ing to this commiſſion, Hence their practice will be 
Or Ba good comment upon. it, If then, it does not ne- 
cellarily enjoin teaching before baptiſm, this practice. 

2508.4; Was 


= 


to learned and impartial reader [and 'lis pity the un- 
to learned ſhould be affected with it ) may have à very 


retine,. Inſtit, Theol. Pars 2. Quelt. 14, 9. Pars. 3 


vang. in loc. Would any one ſee this argument par- 
icularly diſcuſed, pro and contra, fee Gale's Re. 


7 mentators, well know) and plainly to ſerve a turn, 
which can't ſo well be ſerved by allowing the words 
for their natural ſignification.“ And I believe there 


means beſide teaching, we have liberty to baptize the 


la- 1 That this is the chief end of this criticiſm; th 


Hecting proof, by conſulting and comparing { be/ides, 
many others) thoſe tao truly valuable authors,. Tur- 


Queſt. 1. 8 Queſt. 20. 4 and Gerhard. Harm. hiſt. 
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was without foundation. On the other hand, if the þ 
apoſtles did, according to this commiſſion, teach any 

defore they baptized them, this commiſſion can't ad- 

mit of baptiſin before teaching; W not 
of tlie baptiſm of infants, 

Fourthly, I can think of no imaginable- ſenſe, 
in which either an ifant or an adult perſon, can be put fe 
made a diſciple of Chriſt, while untaught, whether ſſjural 
baptized or no: and ſhould be very glad, if any rerta 
one would tell me in what ſenſe, a baptized infant Wot gr 
can be ſo called, more properly . one unbaptiz- 
ed. Ought they to be taught afterward ? So ought /ig. 
ihe unbaptized, as ſoon as capable of it. Have they ruè 
A2 right to this teaching? No more than the unbap- 
tized, Do they, when they come to years, profeſs/Wan ig 
to be diſciples of Chriſt ? Their profeſſion is either and 
real and ſincere, and ſuch as proves them to be fuch, ſaver! 
or it is not, If it is, they ought z-w to be baptized; we C 
if it is not, they have not been made diſciples by their diſci 
baptiſm, Nor can there be any opportunity for a fand 
baptized child to be taught, more than one unbap- en t 
tized. They can ſure hear, and read, and be taught I ſion, 
their catechiſms, or the like, every way as well, un- the 
baptized, as baptized. Nay, I venture to add, far- ed, 
ther, if there is any difference, the unbaptized child, fect 
is more likely to be diligent in this: for alas! we £18, 
find, by unhappy experience, and conſtant obſerva- ¶ fore 
tion, that perſons who are told they were baptized IN by k 
in their infancy, do naturally place: ſome hope of 8 
their ſalvation on this; andi imagine they are in a better pot 
ſtate than others, becauſe. of it; tho! it be every tha! 
way ſo contrary to the word of Ged. I think it not and 
poſſible for enlightened men, who have been accuſ- bp 


1} atur 


_ - tomed to converſe with others, living and dying, on I non 


this ſubje&; to doubt, that thouſands go ſecure to 704 

deſtruction, from this conſideration. I don't ſay they the 

are taught this; yet how can it be otherwiſe, while An. 

ane tells them they are regenerated i in their baptiſm; 4 (1/7) 
ano · 
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mother that they are born in, or under the covenants 
if grace; and that, baptiſm. is a. ſeal of that co» 
enant to them; a third, that baptiſm brings them: 


Kato this covenant, and the like: all evidently con- 


rary to ſcripture, and I aſk leave to ſay, I fear too» 


Y naturally. leading to eternal deſtruction, I cannot: 
ut fear it will, one day, be found:ſo ; for how na- 
ural it is to ſay, if they are born again, they ſhall: . 


ertainly be ſaved: and if they are in the covenant 
t grace, how is it poſſible they ſhould periſn? To- 
all which we may add, there cannot poſſibly be any 


gligation upon any Ain - or any parent, to in- 


rut a baptized child more than one unbaptized. 
Fifthly. There is in us all, by nature, not only 

an ignorance of, but an averſion to, both the duties 

and doctrines of chriſtianity, which. ignorance. and 


averſion, muſt be, in ſome meaſure, removed, before 


we can be diſciples of Chrift ;- ſince we can't be his 
diſciples, and yet be ignorant of, and averſe to him 


and his ways. That baptiſm has no ſuch effect up- 


on the mind, as to diſpel this i ignorance and aver- 
fon, daily obſervation evinces. But it is evident 
the miniſtry of the word is deſigned, and calculat-- 


18, 19, 20. Jam. i. 18. 1 Pet, i. 22, 23, There- 


Dore i it cannot be that any ſhould be made diſciples: 
by baptiſm. 


| Sixthly, We have obſerved, before, that the 2 


beſtles followed another method, in making diſciples. 


than by baptizing them: as did alſo both our Lord, 
baptized (i. e. by his * 4 for himſelf baptized 


none, v. 2.) more diſciples than Fobn (i. e. than 
obn made and baptized) Whence it is evident, that 


they made them diſciples before they baptized them. 


F And that this was the conſtant practice of the apo/- 
1 3 the hiſtory of their Act ſnews. See 
Acts, 


ed, under the influences of the bleſſed ſpirit, to ef- 
{Xt this, compare Rim. x. 13, 14, 15. Ads xxvi. 


and John the baptiſt, Teſus it is ſaid, made and 


E 


Act, ch. ii, viii, x, xvi, xvii. All which proves 
that diſciples were not, at that time, made by bap- 
tiſm: and by a natural and inſeparable conſequence, 
that the commiſſion of which we now ſpeak, does 
not admit of infant baptiſm. 
__ Seventhly, Tho' I think what has been ſaid, enough 
to juſtify the ſenſe of the words firſt given, and, by 
conſequence, to prove the invalidity of z7z/ant-bap. 
zi/m ; yet I may be allowed to add, that the follow. 
ers of the apoſtles, the primitive fathers, appear to 
have underſtood and obſerved, this text in this ſenſe, 
The paſſages before referred to in them, to prove 
that they baptized by immerſion, will, many of them, 
prove that the ſubjects of this immerſion were be. 
lievers; eſpecially the paſſages cited from Barnabas, 
Hermas, Fuſtin Martyr, and Tertullian. And 
Juſtin Martyr's well known words plainly enough 
ſhew, that it was not their cuſtom to baptize any 
others; which, for the reader's ſatisfaction, I would. 
here recite. They are in what is called his ſecond“ 
apology for the chri/tians.to the emperor A. Pious, 
to whom he is profeſſedly giving a. circumſtantial 
account of the manners and ceremonies of the cbriſ- 
tians in general, at that time, about A. D. 150. 
And therefore it is unreaſonable to ſuppoſe. he would 
omit in/ant-bapti/m, had it been then in uſe. His. 
words are, T Leſt we ſhould appear to act deceit - 
fully, or prevaricate, in this relation, we will ſhew: 
in what manner we, when renewed by: Chri/?, de- 
voted ourſelves to God. As many as are perſuaded: 
that the things ſpoke and taught by us are true, and 
promiſe to live accordingly, are directed to pray un- 
to God, and to implore,. with faſting, the pardon 
of their paſt fins, while we faſt. and Pray tage 


* Tig called bis ſecond ; but- Euſebius, Dupin, and 


ethers, ſuppoſe it was his firſt. ＋ Vid. Opera eſus, 
gag. 93: Colon Ed. 1686 
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with them. Then we bring them where there is 
water, and they are regenerated with the ſame kind 
of regeneration with which we ourſelves were rege - 
nerated; for they are waſhed in water in the name 
of the Fathen. Se.“ Theſe are his words, and I de- 


oh fire the reader to remember, iſt. That this is an 


by account of the chriſtiant in general. 2d, That he 
be. profeſſes to give an impartial account; and not to 
prevaricate, or deal unfairly. Therefore had in- 


W- 
ton · baptiſm been, at chat time, in uſe among chriſ- 
iſe. ns, he ſeems to have been under indiſpenſible 


W to mention it. Yet he mentions none, 
ho. (vere perſuaded, believed, promiſed, &c. I cannot. 


od dence, ſo far as a negative can be evident, that in- 
ant-baptiſm was not now in uſe in the church: but 
that their conſtant practice was firſt to teach, and 
114 {ben to baptize ; and, conſequently that they un- 


d= ſ{crſtood not the commiſſion, to authorize infant-. 


4, aptiſm, * - | 
, Some ſeem ſenſible this mad be the Kue of the 
rife vords, and therefore intimate, that. They don't 
50. {cate to infants, but only to the adult.“. Anſw. 
114 Irhis ſeems an acknowledgment that izfant- baptiſm 
His. rannot be vindicated from this text; for if it can, 
it. It muſt relate to more than the adult. And if it 
\ew. (cannot, we ſhould either produce ſome other com- 
de- | | miſſion, 


* The reader is deſired to obſerve, that the queſtion 


un- 
Jon Nabtizing believers, as common at that day. This is 
her ned on all hands, Dx Wall himſelf ſays, a hun. 


Ired paſſages may be produced in a day's time, which 
rove this Defence of Hiſt, of Inf. bap. p. 235. 


and! Le queſtion is whether they baptized any infants, ſo 
us, n as Fuſtin's time, 1 think the above quotations 
beaws s they aid not. ; 


as being baptized among them, but duch as firſt 


think, therefore, but this is a clear and full evi- 


i not whether the Fathers mention the practice of 


— — — — —— * 


— . 
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miſſion, in which infant-baptiſm 1s authorized, t. 
which 1 think we ſhall none of us pretend, or ow! 
and vindicate the baptiſm of believers, the one bas 
tiſm enjoined in this commiſſion. For I hope non 
"of us will proceed in any work, or adminiſter any 
ordinance, without a commiſſion from God, the grea 
law-giver, And I think it ſeems a foul refleQtion up 
on the wiſdom and love of Chriſti Feſus, to fayi 
is his will that we ſhould baptize infants, and ye 
has but given us one commiiſion with regard to thi 
ordinance, which does not extend to them. Sure n 
good man would leave his ſervants to labour unde 
ſuch perplexity and darkneſs in a matter of ſo gre 
importance. 
One would wonder to find it aid, «© We are tc 
baptize all nations; infants are 2 part of all nations 
therefore infants are to baptized.” The words ca 
not be taken in the moſt extenſive ſenſe ; for if fo 
we muſt baptize all ZFews, Turks, and Pagans, which 
are a part of all nations, If we ſay they muſt firllff 
be converted, we ſeem to give up the point; fe 
hence it is argued that none are to be baptized befor. 
converſion, If we do not thus extend it, we mu 
uſe ſome means to fix it's limits; and the beſt I car 
think of, is to make it equally extenfive with thi ho! 
fore-going clanſe ; and 1o baptize none who are nc 75 
firſt taught; which will prove that theſe words ad th ; 
mit not of inſamt-baptiſm f 4 
Others again, who allow that ant of the text 
we now plead for, yet ſay, «© The commiſſion can 
not be againſt infant-baptiſm; becauſe, had the 
words been ſpoke to jewiſh prophets ; go teach ai 
nations, circumci/ing them in the name of the Goc 
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Iſrael, teaching, &c. they would certainly have cir 
cumciſed infants ” But to-this, it is eaſy to reply 
1. That it is not enough to ſay the commiſſion is no 
AGAINST infant-baptiſin; if it is not clearly for it 
1 we can find another commiſſion, there « ean be 
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0 authority for it in ſcripture. 2. If the words, 
If themſelves, prove this practice, we need not re- 
ur to circumciſion, or any work elſe ; but fairly 

rove it from them, as they ſtand, 3. If theſe 
Frords, ſimply ot themſelves, being firſt ſpoke to the 

zwiſh prophets, would clearly | Foal taught them 
o circumciſe their infants ; then, of natural conſe- 
uence, it will be eaſy to prove infant-baptiſin from 
hem now. But the objection implies that 7-/art- 
W4þ/i/12, cannot fairly be proved from them as they 
tand, without ſome other circumſtances, gathered 
|ſe-where : for if they will, as is juſt now ſaid, 
hy do we recur to circumciſion 2 The jewi/h pro- 
ets then, mult have wanted ſome other conſidera» 
ons, inſtructions, or the like, to warrant their cir- 
Junciſion of infants; and conſequently, ſo do we, 
to warrant our baptizing of them. 4. The Jeu 
Fad a plain and expreſs command for circumciſing 
Infants ; and if, beſide that expreſs command, ſuch 
L commiſſion as that we now ſpeak of, had been given 
them, it may be granted, they would certainly have 

circumciſed infants, But then, if what 1s ſaid above 
Wis true, they would not have done it by virtue of 
this general commiſſion ; but of that expreſs com- 
': $:and, Now, as we have no ſuch expreſs command, 
Ftheir caſe and ours, is by no means parallel. 

Fifth. Perhaps they who object this, do it from 
the ſuppoſition that baptiſm ſucceeds circumciſion, 
Now that baptiſm does not come in the raom of cir 
cumciſion, after all that hath been ſaid about it, is, 
II think, evident from the following hints. 1. Nei- 
cher our Lord nor John the baptiſt, nor the apaſtles, 
ever hinted that it does, that we find, to any of thoſe 
whom they baptized, when they baptized them ; 
which I think very ſtrange, had this been the caſe. 
2. The only paſſage produced in favour of this ſen- 
ument, ſeems to be expreſs againſt it. Col. ii, 11, 
72. Which ſure is evident from this one confidera- 

| , | tion, 
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tion, that the circumciſion there mentioned is ſaid tc 
be made without hands : baptiſm is no more admi 
niſtered without hands, than the / e-. circumciſio 


was. It is much more agreeable to the exprefſiong 


Here uſed, as well as to the whole tenor of ſcripture 


to explain it of what the ſame apaſtle elſewhere call 


the circumciſion of the heart Rom. ii, 29 i e 
the renewing of the mind, which always ſhould be 
and undoubtedly, in the zpo/Hes time, always was 
followed with baptiſm, as they are here placed. 3 
In many things, it is evident we have no regard tc 
circumciſion, in adminiſtering the ordinance of bap 


tiſm, why then ſhould we in baptizing infants} 


W' don't baptize preciſely on the 8th day; we bap 
tize females as well as males, &c. which are con 
trary to the practice of the Fews in circumciſion 


I cannot ſee how one ſucceeds the other, unleſs we 


are either to obſerve the former in all things, © 
ſhew where the ſcripture allows us to make a dill 


rence. Should it be ſaid, ©* The Lord did not men- 
tion theſe circumſtances, when he enjoined baptiſm; 
therefore we don't obſerve them; we allow too 
much by conſequence ; i. e. That we are only, in 
adminiſtering this ordinance, to regard what is ex- 
preſt in the inſtitution of it; and conſequently, as 
no mention is made of infant, we are not to bap- 
tize them. We ſeem therefore neceſſarily reducec 
to this dilemma. Either we muſt ſtrictly regard the 
words of inſt.tution, or we muſt ſtrictly regard the 
inſtitution of circumciſion ; or ſhew that Chriff Je 
Jus, when he inſtituted baptiſm, gave us liberty in 
ſome caſes to deviate from the manner of the Few! 
in circumciſion ; but enjoined a regard to it in othe 
caſes, or own that we act by no inſtitution at all 
The reader may chuſe his part; I would take the 
firſt, and have a ſtrict regard to the words of in- 
ſtitution, expreſt in the commiſion, and ſo baptize 


none but thoſe who are taught, I hope I ſhall 
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excuſed in this ſhort digreſſion. 4. Their being botk 
in uſe at the ſame time, three years, at leaſt, before 
our Lord's death, and baptiſm anſwering it's own 
proper end, before circumciſion was aboliſhed, muſt, 

II think, after all, remain an unanſwerable argu- 
ment againſt the one ſucceeding the other. 5. Beſides, 
it ſeems the apaſtles had a very good opportunity of 

mentioning this matter, when the diſcenſion hap- 

pened at Antigch, between the jewiſh and gentile 
converts, concerning the neceſſity of circumciſion, 
mentioned Aci xv. I think it very improbable, that 
this diſcenſion would ever have taken place, had 
baptiſm been ſubſiſtuted in the room of circumciſion. 
For had this been the caſe, ſurely the jewi/h. con- 
verts mult have been informed of it, at their em- 
bracing of chriſtiuniiy. And if ſo, one cannot think 
they would make any attempts to revive a ceremony, 
which they had neceſſarily acknowledged the aboli- 
tion of, at their embracing of that new teſtament” 

. ordinance. On the. other hand, one can think of 

Ino argument ſo effectual to convince the jeavs and 

oflcitabliſh and ſatisfy; the minds of the gentiles, as to 

nfiremind: them that the ordinance of baptiſm, which 
x-ſithey. had all embraced, , ſuperſeded the neceſſity of 
eircumciſion. But nothing any way relative to this, 
is heard from them; which appears to me a very 
weighty conſideration in oppoſition to the argument 
for infant. bapt iiſin, taken from it's ſucceſſion to cir- 


ke, by faying, that The children of believers 


that baptiſm is to them a ſeal of this Gaverant now, 
as circumcifion was, under the moſaic r een 
Becauſe, _ | 
Firſt, The covenant to hich: cireumęi fion belong- 
in Jed, does not by any means appear to be properly the 
izeſeodenant vf grace. It had many temporal bleſſings, 
Jen God's. part, to be beſtowed on Abraham, with 
D whom 


be eumciſion. 6. Nor are we helped at all, that I can 


inſare in the govenant o grace with their parents; and 
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whom it was made, which cannot, in any wiſe, be- 
Jong to the covenant of grace. As a numerous poſ- 
terity, kings to come from his loins, a ſettled habi- 
tation for his poſterity in the land of Canaan, &c. 
Gen. xvii. Theſe are all quite different bleſſings from 
thoſe contained in the covenant of grace; mentioned 
Heb. viii, 10, 11, 12, It may be Sled; 1 think, 
that ſpiritual bleſlings al ſo, were contained in the 
Abrahamic covenant ; but then the apo/tle teaches 
us, theſe bleflings were not derived to his natural, 
but /piritual ſeed, i. e. All who believe, are of faith, 
&c, whether jews or gentiles. See Rom. iv, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 16. ix, 6, a 94 27. . . 7. 

2 | ; 
? i 0 Neither eircumeiſion nor Fenn are ever 

called ſeals of any covenant, in all the bible, and 
much Jeſs ſeals of the covenant of grace. Nor can 
I ſee with what propriety that name can be given to 
either of them. Nor indeed, can I yet be well ſatis- 


fied what divines have meant, or do mean, in calling 


them ſo. If it be meant that they ſhut up the ſub; 


jects of them from all others, as the property of God 
alone, in this ſpiritual ſenſe; or that they ſet ſome 
wark on the ſubjects of them, which ſhews they are, 


in this ſenſe, none but God's; or that they demon- 
ſtrate and aſcertain to the perſon himſelf, his own 
intereſt, in this covenant; ſurely nothing can be 
more contrary to ſeripture, than to call it a /eal of 


the covenant of grace, many of theſe ſenſes, * Could 


any of theſe be ſaid of Iſhmael and Eſau, and mul- 
titudes of others, who were circumciſed. Or of 
Simon Magus, and many other apoſtates and de- 
ceivers, who have been-baptized ? If not, how can 
either circumciſion or baptiſm be called 1 of the 
covenant of es EE OT) LEN „ 


*. Ser more uſer f a ſeal, in „ B- Sivbs's k Fownitain 
ſealed, pag. 14 (—141. But "thoſe mentioned above art 
210 ff applicable to this W 
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Third, It is not being in any covenant, any more 
than being born of any parents whatever, that can 
give any. perſon-a title to any ordinance, or autho- 
rize any to adminiſter it.to them. Nothing can do 
this, properly ſpeaking, but the command of God. 
Now if the bleſſed God, gives a command to admi- 


I niſter any ordinance, the chief things to be regard- 


ed are, the manner of adminiſtering that ordinance, 
and the characters of thoſe to whom it muſt be ad- 
miniſtered. Theſe characters alone, can conſtitute 
any perſon a proper ſuhject of the ordinance> Theie 
characters, in the caſe of circumciſion, are thus ex- 
preſt, He that is eight days old, born in the houſe, 
or bought with money of any fliranger, Gen. xvii, 12, 
13. But in the new teſtament, we have nothing of 
this, in the caſe of baptiſm. There I can find no 
authority to baptize any but thoſe who are ravght, 
repent, believe, G. Now as we ſhall not pretend 
intirely to regard the inſtitution of circumciſion, in 
adminiſtering baptiſm ; and ſo baptize only males, — 
preciſely on the eight day, —and our ſervants, whe- 
ther converted or no; and as none pretend that our 
Lord gave licence to omit theſe, and yet follow cir- 
cumciſion in adminiſtering baptiſm, it mult be pro- 
per to regard the plain words of inſtitution y, 
and ſo firſt teach, and then bapiize thoſe who are 
taught. 8 | 

Fourth, 1 might add, the objeQion, ſuppoſes that 
circumciſion was limited to the children of believerg, 
1. e. pious jews, or elſe I don't ſee the force of it. 
Now this is quite contrary to plain matter of fact, as 
I think every. attentive reader of the od teſtameni 
muſt ſee. - The children of wicked. jews, had the 
ſame right to circumciſion as thoſe of pious jews, 
If then the children of believers only, muſt be bap- 
tized, this is another inſtance in which theſe two in- 
ſtitutions differ; and conſequently another argu- 
ment that the one cannot fucceed the other. 


- D 2 Fiſth, 
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Fiſib. 1 deſire I may not offend any ſerions chril. 
tian, or pious brother in the miniſtry, if I crave leave 
to ſay farther, I think two circumſtances ſhew, that 
what is contained in the objection, is not of much 
weight, even with thoſe who make uſe of it. 1. 
Thar many, if not all of them, baptize, as they call 
it, the children of thoſe, in whom there is no ap- 

pearance of faith, 2. When thoſe who were born 


of wicked parents, and were, what they call, bap- it 1 


tized in their infancy, come to join with them in 
/ uh fellowſhip, they don't re-baptize them. Nowe. 
a!lowing that ſprinkling is baptiſm ; I would ſay this 
baptiſm of unbeliever's children, is either valid and} 
authorized by ſcripture, or it is not. If it is not} 
how can theſe our brethren adminiſter i it, or receive 
thoſe into church ſellouſbip who have had no other 
baptiſm ? If it is, then why do they talk of believers 
children having a right to this ordinance, ſince, by 
this conceſſion, they allow, that the children of un- 
believers have the fame right? From all theſe things 
it appears evident to me, that neither circumciſion 
nor any thing elſe, can warrant our baptizing any 
but believers. | 

Some others have Wolga; bers is another way, 
better than this, to account for the ſilence of ſerip 
ture, about infant: baptiſm, and yet maintain the 
validity of the practice. Becauſe, ſay they; the 
jews were wont to baptize proſelytes, and their 
children; which practice the diſciples were acquaint- 
ed with, and therefore would naturally infer that 
the children of converted parents ought to be bap- 


tized row, under the goſpel-diſpenſation, without our po 


Lord's making expreſs mention of it.” As this is, of 
Cs eſteemed the belt argument for infant- 44.4 71 | 


* D- Hammond as the Franduries of intant⸗ 
baptiſm is Far better laid in this prattice than in cir- 


cumciſion, See Rees ut ſupra, p, 29. Gale p. 335, 353 · 
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ave 
hat I aik leave to collect a few aces relating to 
uchſthis practice of baptizing preſelytet, among the 


eue, and the evidence we have of it, with a few 
remarks, _ 

1. Allowing that there really was ſuch a pradice 
among the jets, and this of divine appointment, 
apt is very natural to ſuppoſe that if our bleſſed Lord 
eſigned we ſhould follow them at all, he would 
ither have us follow them in every thing relating 
o this practice, or he would tell us wherein we ought 
to deviate from them, I can ſee no method of reaſon- 
not; Jing from their practice to our's, (either in this caſe or 
ave n circumciſion) which will not take in all the cir- 
her rumſtances relating to their practice, except Chriſt 
vers pad forbidden it, and mentioned ſome that are to be 
xcluded, I can find no circumſtance mentioned as 
xcluded-in the commiſion, It therefore ſeems quite. 
receſſary, either to follow them in every thing, or in 
ſion nothing. I would mention ſeveral things which I 
any ſuppoſe few, who uſe this argument, imitate them 
In; and the curious reader, may examine the vrit- 
1gs of thoſe who have treated more largely of this 
radice for more. 1. They ſay that after the jervs 
ere once baptized, at their appearing before the 
Lord, Ex. xix, 10. none of their offspring were ever 
to be baptized afterwards, And the ſame of heather 
Froſelytes; the children they had, when baptized, 

ay they, wight be baptized at their parents requeſt; 

- but not any who were born alterwards : for all 
Porn after the baptiſm of their parents, were eſteemed 
Porn clean. 2. All males, under thirteen years, and 
ne. che os 3 un all females ava twelve years and 
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one day old, were baptized at the requeſt of their 


parents, thoſe above that age, at their own requeſt, 
3. If a woman was baptized when with child, her 
child was not baptized again: this baptiſm. of the 
mother ſerved for both. 4. I remember no hint of 
any of them who were baptized any.other way than. 
by immerſion. Now if their baptiſm is followed by 
us in any thing, why not in all theſe things? I may 
add, this baptiſm was after circumciſion, and there- 


fore if chriſtian baptiſm ſucceeds the Jewiſh, it can · 


not ſure ſucceed circumciſion too. 
2dly. If they had ſuch a practice, it was not en- 
joined them by the Eord; but was a tradition of 
their own; as I think all chriſtian writers will allow. 
Now we know how much our Lord ſpoke againſt 
their traditions, eſpecially thoſe of baptiſms. See 
Mar vii. and we cannot think he would approve of 


this, while he diſapproved of others, and. not in - 


form us of it, Now we have no information of this ; 
and therefore, allowing they had ſuch a tradition, 
it is unreaſonable to ſuppoſe our Lord ſhould deſign. 
to have it 1mitated+1 in a goſpel-inſtitution. But: 
| 3dly, There is great reaſon to believe they had 
no ſuch cuſtom © baptizing proſely tes under the 
old teſtament diſpenſation as is pleaded for. Be- 
cauſe, as ſeveral * have obſerved, lt is not men- 
tioned in ſcripture, nor- in the apocrypha, nor in 
Foſephus, who wrote particularly of the antiquities, 
cuſtoms and ceremonies of the jews ;- nor in Philo- 
Judæus, who wrote-a little before him, both which: 


authors might have been expected to mention this 
practice, had there been any ſuch in uſe, at, or be 


fore that time. I he evidence produced in favour 
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of it; is from the Gemara of the jews, & a work 
wrote at ſooneſt, not 'till about A. D. 230, but 
according to others, not till A. D. 300. At which 
time they might eaſily take for granted what was not 
true, as to ceremonies that had or had not been in 
uſe ſo long before this time as 1600 or 1700 years; 
the time when khis ceremony is ſaid to take its riſe, 
Eſpecially as this work was not compiled from any 
writings, but. from- oral tradition, handed down 

. {from one to another; which, conſidering the length 

Jof time, the whimſical ſpirit of the Jews in general, 

che /admudical writers in particular, and the little 
f account made of their writings; makes it very evi- 
„dent, that we have no ſolid authority to believe they 

ſt had any ſuch practice, at the time pretended to. 
<e/ Theſe things being put together, tis wonderful that 
of» Ichis, at beſt, ſuppoſed tradition, ſhould be called a 
. ½, for infant-baptiſm;; and I mult ſay, I ſcarcely. . 
; know what could be ſaid more effectually to prove. 
„ chat it has no. baſis at all, except in the inventions 
n of men. From theſe things, 1 think it is evident, 
chat we muſt, either allow infant-bapti m is autho- 
d Irized by the commiſſion, or deſpair of nding it any | 
we here a. Te this. eher we return again. 
e- Cp ni , And 
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in For the. hs of the 3 note 
8," Nbere, that the Gemara 7s.the comment, as the Miſna 
oe. Wis the text, / the jewilh work called the Talmud; 
che Nic gives an, account of the. religious ceremonies if 
is be jews. There are. two of theſe ; one called the 
ex) Mcrutalem: Talmud, as auritten by the } jews of Judea; 
ur le other the Babyloniſh Talmud, as written. by the x 
of Jews in Babylonia. The. former, according to Dr 
Pray, Buxtorf and ſome others, followed by Dr Gale 
aud My Rees, aaf written about. A. D. 230. But 
af. r Prideaux ſuppaſes it not compleated "till about. 
es D. 300. The latter ahext A, D. 500, (and it. 
4 | ſeems. 
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And if any thing is needful, beſides what has been in 
ſaid, in order to 1 its ſenſe, I think it may be done If 
by conſidering the words wens Wes parallel I chis 
paſſage the conduct of thoſe who obeyed it, and we 
ſome things ſaid concerning the ordinance. we 
t. The words themſelves, We have ſhewn al. mer 
ready, the words al/ nation, cannot, and are not Ag: 
pretended, to include every individual of mankind; 
and the objeQions anfwered above, imply, that they 
do not of themſelves, naturally teach us to baptize 
infants. 'In order then, to have further ſatisfaction, 
if it may be, may we not, from what has been ſaid 
on this text, reaſon thus? All expoſitors, and all 
others, for what 1 know, do allow and maintain, 
that the adult muſt be ber ods belBrs they are . ä 
48 "Us 


fad F. Morinus maintains it to TY Pill Wer alen DON: 
the ih century, ) Both theſe Gemaras are ſaid to 
ſpeak of jewiſh baptiſm of profelytes:; and Dr Wall 
would have it, by a paſſage from Selden, that ib 
Miſha mentions it too: but Dr Gill hows That the 
palſag e has not a little conceruing t; and ar be 
content to riſque his reputation for jewiſh: leur ing," 
( hich ave know, is, not ſmall ) if a paſſage be pro. 
duced either from. the Baby loniſh or Jeruſalem Miſna, 
that mentions it. See Prid. Conn. B. v. þ. '463z= 
473, 10th Edit. Gales Reflec, p. 326, Rees P. 17 
—29. Walls hiſt. Introdue. p. 79. Gill's Inf. 
bapt. a part and pillar of popery, p. 39. And that" 
vety valuable Scripture Dictionary, publiſhed 1559 
in 3 volt oftavo ; worth to be recommended to ever 
young. fudent in divinity, and to all 'oyho'wwould\acsWoct 
quire a knowledge of the chrondlogy, geography; and I 
hiſtory of the bitte N. B. Tit a judicious $xtrat . 
from Euſebius, Jerom, Calmet, Uſher, Prideaux, 2 
Shuckford, Baronius, Sir Iſaac Newton, Maundrell, 
Whitby, Wells, Arbuthnot, &c. & c. Sec it an the 
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tized : now the text makes no diſtinctions, nor ſpeaks 
of two different kinds of ſubjects, nor of methods 
in the miniſterial 'work of teaching and baptizing, 
If then we baptize before teaching, according to 
this univerſally allowed ſenſe of the text, it is plain, 
we act without warrant. But when we teach before 
we baptize, ' we act preciſely according to what all 
men allow to be the natural ſenſe of our Lord's words. 
Again, all men allow that the apeles were, and 
other miniſters are, commanded, in thĩs text, to do 
what they are able, in making diſciples to Chriſt in 
all nations. Now we muſt either make them diſciples 
after, or by, or before baptiſm. Not aſter; for that 
would be, not only to invert the order of the words, 


but to oppoſe the univerſal ſenſe of mankind con- 


cerning them. And I think it is proved above, that 
None are, or can be made diſciples of Chriſt by bap- 
tim, Tt muſt then be here baptifm : and teach 
muſt fix the limits of Baptize, and we muſt baptize 
none but thoſe who are firſt taught, unleſs we de- 
viate from xhis our onLY commiſſion . 


2. This is eonfirmetl by the parallel paſſage, Mar. 
zvi, 15, 16. Where what Matthew calls teaching, ts 
called preaching the goſpel.— and this before, and in 
order to faith; and faith before baptiſm. I think 


Jany one muſt ſee and acknowledge that the people 


now called Bap tiſtt, do act exactly according to the 
order pointed out in theſe two paſſages. 
3. The method of thoſe who taught and bap- 


Inzed, both before and after the commiſſion was 
Igwen, proves the fame We cannot find that John 


ver baptized any, not even tho“ they had v raham 


Wo their father, who did not repent, confeſs their 
Iſins, &c. Both he and the apoſtles, as we have ſeen 


detore, firſt made them diſciples, and then baptized 


chem, compare Matt. iii. Mar, i. Luk. ii. John 


7.12, Thoſe baptized 4&5 ii, 41. were ſuch as 


„Isladiy ireceived the word:; not them and their 


children 
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children too. Thoſe baptized; Acts viii, 12. were Hor ar 
only ſuch as believed Philip, preaching the things 
concerning the kingdom of God, and the name of Feſus, 
We are particularly informed they were en and wo- 
men; but not a word of their children with them, 
Nothing could have been more. eaſy, more natural, 
or more agreeable to the manner of the ſacred bj 
forians,: than to have added -an children had 
there been any then baptized. . Thoſe baptized dx 
X, 48. were ſuch as ſpale with tongues and glorified 
God, v. 46. The houſholds mentioned as baptized, 
were of the ſame kind, Tis evident enough that 
Lydia's houſhold are called brethren, and are ſuch 
as the apoſtles could comfort by their miniſtration, 
Acts xvi, 15, 40. The! jailor's; hoyſhold were ſuch 
as had firſt the word vf the Lord Jpoke to them, and 
rejoiced, believing in God, Ads xvi, - 32, 33» 34s 
The houſhold of Criſpus were: ſuch as believed in th 
Lord, Ads xvii, 8. And the houſhold of Srephanagſnot 

were the firſt-fruits of Achaia, i. e. the firſt perſons of - / 
converted there, And addicted themſelves to the ni © 
uiſtry of the ſaints, 1 Cor. i, 16. ch. xviz 15: - what: 
ever he meant by that word, it can't be applied to in 
fants. All theſe houſholds, therefore, are not, as ſom 
ſeem to have ſuppoſed, inſtances; of the baptiſm e 
infants ; but proofs of the baptiſm. of telievers. 
4. Some things ſaid concerning this ordinance, 
prove it caunot belong to infants, They were to 
baptize in or into,“ the name, i. e. into a profeſſion 
of the doctrine, or belief of the father | the fon 
and the hily Ghoſt. Now I cannot imagine how. 
baptized wan, makes * of doctrine, faith, 
i of 


* Bis to onoma, This phraſe al been ſuppoſed to 
fgnify by the authority of the Father, &c. And,'tistrut 
ave baptize by divine authory : and this. is pretty 4. 


Sree to our engliſh Phroſe——in the name of : 
ut 


0 4 * 
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1 
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at any thing of che like kind, more than one un- 
baptized. But when a perſon is converted, and then 
baptized, as a proof that he determines henceforth 
to own God as his only Lord and Jawgiver ; and to 
maintain, in faith and practice, a continual regard 
to the ſacred three, it is eaſy to ſee how agreeable 
t is to theſe words, and how ſtrongly ſuch an ex- 
preſſion mflitates againſt the baptiſm of infants; 
nce it is not poſhble that infants ſhould, in this 
ſenſe, be baptized -in the name of the Father, Son, 
and Holy G Hoſt; and conſequently, if this is the ſenſe, 
as I believe will generally be allowed, it is not poſ- 
ble that this commilſion ſhould authorize, nor eyen 
tolerate ifh¹,⁵ꝑbaptin. To the Tame purpoſe we 
are told, by the apoſtle, that as many as (i e, e- 
very one . were baptized at Rome and Galatia, © 
were baptized into his death, and had put on Chriſt, 
Rom. vi, 3. Gal. iii, 27. Now as the apoſſle here, 
not only ſpeaks of baptiſm in general, but expreſly 
of -aLL who had been baptized among them; and 
as theſe words cannot be applied to infants, It ap- 
pears 'a-ſubltantial proof that there was no ſuch. 
practice as infantchapt iſn in theſe churches; and 
conſequently there ought to be no ſuch praQiice i in any 
churches of C4r3/7 at this day. This argument is 
more conſiderable, as theſe churches had now been 
a gocd while planted ; that at Rome, * eſpecially, 
about 15 years: in which time there muſt have been 
de born and baptized, had they uſed any ſuch 


8 . #4 8 practice. 

R Sent ee | | | 

but I humbly conceive it is by no "means agreeable to 

the original words. Compare 1 Sam. xxv. 9. Ezra. 
„ 1. Septuag. John v, 25. x, 25. Mar. xvi, 17 17, greek. 

That the phraſe here, bas the ſenſe given it above, 
may appear by the like greek phraſe, Rom. vi, 3. 1 Cor. 

13, 15. xX, 2. Gal. in, 27. * The church of 
3 is ſuppoſed to have been panics about A, D. 


43. and 14: epiſtle written about A. D. 57 or 38. 


| ice, n, theapoſtl ? or cal baj eu, the 
f 2 5 of g th conſcience a Perc ad,* 5 What. 
ever might. be ſaid in a critical manner, on this text, 
1 believe none wilkever give ſuch, an expoſition of it, 
as does not imply that ordinance i is to be attend. 
ed to from a conſciouſneſs of its being a duty, in, 
de perſon, to whom jt is to be adminiſtered. Noy 
infants can have no ſuch conſciouſneſs ;,. and there. 
fore cannot be the proper ſubjects of that baptiſm 
Sale is the * wer of a good confeience toward 
* "3M 
There are two or three, other. ſcriptures about 
which ſome weaker readers ſeem: perplexed; by hear. 
ing what ſome others. have ſaid upon them. It is 
aid, they brought young children. to_Gbrift thas he 
ſpould touch them, Oc. Matt, xix, 13, 14. Mar. x, 
1217. Luke xviii, 15-18. But it ſhould be ob- 
ſerved, 1. That, there is not a word about baptiſm 
in theſe places. 2. We are aſſured, our Lord bap · 
tized none: therefore they could. not be brought to 
him to be baptized by him, ſee 


for, 2 and what our Lord did for mem. They were 
brought, ſay. they, that be ſhould. touch them, pu 
hits hands on them. and pray. 


be did ſo. 4. As to thoſe words, of fuch i is the king 
dom of Heaven; —Tho' I doubt not, all infants, dying 


in infancy, will be ſaved; yet the plain meaning of 


the words, ſcems to be, that. thoſe. he are, humbled 
and ſenſible of their own weakneſs and helpleſſneſs, 
and' ſo become dependant and teachable as little 
children, ſhall have a place in the church below, and 
the kingdom of. 


2—7. And it ſeems our Lord. chuſed to manifeſt 


his love and regard to ſuch ſenſible, humble, teach · 
n * Pere naeh Aiken a who a are, 


1 


1 . ö e 
. * k 1 1 
4 . * — 4 * 
ons 


1 Pet. ah, 2. 1 LIES 


# % 43% LH.” 3 : BE \ : «2% + 8 A. 
: i: 4 


Jobn iv, 2. 3. The: 
ena ngelifts tell us plainly what, they were brought 


And they inform us, 


Jory above, compare Matt. xviũ, 
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in this ſenſe, ſo like his ſaints, I would take this N 
opportunity to obſerve, that I cannot ſee the leaſt | 
ſhadow of reaſon for that common objection, That | 
we are churliſh towards infants, and make their pri- | 
vileges fewer under the Lofer than they were un- 
der the law.“ Whatever they were under the law, 
it is certain there cannot poſſibly be one goſpel- pri- 
vilege mentioned, to which a baptized infant is en- 
titled, more than one unbaptized. And indeed ſup- 
poſe there could, unleſs infant - baptiſin be enjoined 
in ſcripture, the reflection would not affect us, but 
the bleſſed Redeemer, who has given us no warrant 
to baptize them. 5 l 
The other, and I think the only other text, neceſ- 
ſary to be mentioned here, is 1 Cor. vii, 14. For the 
un believing huſband is ſanfified, &c. elſe were your 
children unclean, but now are they holy, The chief 
thing needful in opening this text, is, to underſtand 
the word holy. And I think we may very well fix the 
ſenſe of this word, and may ſee that the text has not 
the moſt diſtant regard or relation to in/ant-baptiſm, 
by obſerving, | Tt: | 
t. What was here the deſign of the gpeſtle. It 
was ſimply to ſhew, that when one party of a mar- 
f ried couple was converted, and the other remained 
in unbelief, it was ſtill the duty of the believer to 
abide with the unbeliever,. v. 12, 13, That the 
huſband ſhould not put away his wife; nor the wife 
put away * her huſband, Now it was neceſſary he 
ſhould ſpeak of ſuch a ſan@ification, as would be 
pertinent to his deſign, and to the ſubject he is upon; 
and therefore of ſuch a ſanctification as would mani- 


+ 8. ES / |: 


Dye greek word, aphieto is the ſame in both 
verſes; and Dr. Doddridge { affer Dr Lardner) 
af #b/erves fram Joſephus, that, tho it was not alloau- 
ed in the jewiſh law, that women might divorce 1heir 
| : buſbands, 
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felt that the huſband and wife ought to abide toge- 
ther. To ſpeak of any other ſanctification, would 
have been to wander quite away from his ſubje&. 

2dly. It would neither be pertinent to the avoſiles 
deſign, to ſpeak of real, inward ſanctification, or 
any ſort of outward, reputed ſanctification, nor is 
it agreeable to the letter and expreſſion of the text, 
to underſtand him in this ſenſe. Not pertinent to his 
deſign—ſince it is his deſign, not to ſhew whether 
they are to abide together, after the unbeliever is 
really ſandified (after which he cannot be an unbe- 
liever) but while he or ſhe, remains a heathen, and 
in unhelief. And it is not either real, or reputed 
ſanctißcation in any religious ſenſe that would any 
way oblige them to abide together ; except they had 
voluntarily eſpouſed each other, and upon ſuch 
eſpouſal, been legally united in the relation of man 
and wife by the marriage contract. On the other 
hand, if they are ſo united, „In virtue of 11s 
„ UNION, as A valuable author obſerves, * they 
- & (i, e. the man and wife) become each other's pro- 
« perty.” Conſequently, without ſuch a ſanctifica- 
tion as that now mentioned whether reputed or real, 
they are under the ſtrongeſt obli igations to abide with 
each other, that can be, It is not poſlible that 
ſuch a ſanQification can any way ſtrengthen the ob- 
ligation at all: it could not therefore be to the 
apoſile's purpoſe to mention it. Nor is it agree- 
able to the letter and expreſſion of the text. Be- 
cauſe he ſays, this ſanctification is by the believer; 


where: 


Juſbands, yet i it was practiſed; they probably having 
learnt.it of the roman women, who are known. in 
this age to have practiſed it in the moſt ſcandalous 
manner. Fam, Expoſ. on Mar, x, 12. vid. & Juſt, 
Mart. Apol. pag. 42. * The Rev, MrVenn's com- 


8 * of Man, p. 342. An excellent family: 
1 | 


77 
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whereas, if, it 1s a real ſanctification, it is by the 
ſpirit of Cod; ſince i it is his prerogative alone, tg ſanc- 
tify the heart. If it is a reputed ſanctification, (I 
own, I don't well underſtand the phraſe as uſed in 
this caſe, .and much leſs, do I ſee its propriety) as 
ſome ſeem to think, + it ſhould rather have been ſaid 
— ſanctified by che huſband's or wife's /a/7h, than 
by the huſband or wife. Beſides, the ſanctification 
here ſpoke of, is conſiſtent with the perſon's being 
an unbeliever, which character he ſtill bears, tho', 
in the aps/tle's ſenſe ſanctified. He cannot there- 
fore ſpeak of real, inward ſanctification. And as 
to reputed ſanctification, J can find no foundation, 
either for the expreſſion, or idea (if I form any 


proper notion of the idea fixed to it) in any part of 


the new teſtament. Let me juſt add, the apo///e does 
not ſay, the MARRIAGE RELATION is ſanctified, but 
the UNBELIEVING PERSON, is ſanctified, by the 
huſband or wife. We obſerve upon the whole then, 
« [t is ſanctification, not of the conjugal relation, 
* but the unbelieving perſon, —yet the perſon ſanc- 
t tified remains an unbeliever,—not effected by the 
« ſpirit of God, nor by the belzever's faith—nor 
ee by the believer's ait) in conjunction with the 
« bleſſing of God: but imply by the believer, Tis 
* a ſanctification that obliges the believer and un- 
e believer. to live together, as man and wife.“ 
Hence I obſerve, 
3dly. That as, for the reaſons above offered, no 
ſanctification yet mentioned, can be intended by the 
apoſtle, ſo 1 can think of none, ſo agreeable to the 
deſign, letter, and connection of the words, as $ET 
APART fo be intirely the believer's property, by the 
one eſpouſing and contracting with the other, at the 
time, when they choſe each other, for huſband and 
— 2 | „ "Wars 


+ 7 id, Beza Diodate, Henry, Jun, and Tremel, 
in loc, | 
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wife. As if Paul had ſaid, Let not the believer 
diſmiſs or divorce the unbeliever ; for, remember you 
have formerly choſe and /et apart each other, from 
all other $a Fi in the world, to be each other's 
ole property, as man and wife; and therefore as 
Jour relation to each other, depends, not on your 
being converted or unconverted, ſince this was not 


mentioned in the 1 but your relation and 


the obligations conſequent upon it, depend wholly 
on this contract, it cannot be diſolved now, by one 
being converted, which was never taken into the 
queltion at firſt ; but you remain in the ſame relati- 
on and under the ſame obligation, that you ever 
did: therefore, let not the huſband put away his 
wile, &c.” 5 


If any thing, beſides what is ſaid above, is re- 


quiſite, to juſtify this ſenſe of the words, let it be 
obſerved, 1 That this ſenſe ſeems ſo fair, natural 
and ealy, that ſome eminent divines,“ who have yet 


been advocate for in/ant-baptiſm, ſeem to take the 


words in this ſenſe, or in one very near to it. Tho' 
I muſt confeſs, they have not { oke ſo clearly on it, 


as that I can fully ſatisfy myſelf, what idea they fix 


to the word /andi/z, 2. Some have obſerved that 
the jewiſh Rabbins in their writings, uſe the word 
functiſh, (i.e. the ſynonymous hebrew word, Kada/b, } 
to denote the act of marriage, or of conſecration in 
marriage. 1 think, I can't yet fully conſent, that 
the apoſtle, here, by /andtify, means preciſely the 
ſame as e/ſþouſe ; but rather that this ſanctification 
is the effect of the one perſon eſpouſing the other; 
or that they did in the act, and at the time, of e- 
ſpouſing or marrying each other, ſet apart each o- 
ther, by that act, from all other perſons in the world, 

| 4 to 


Calvin, Melancton, Dr Doddridge in loc. Dr 
W. Gouge, on domeſtic duties, p. 112. 2d. edition. 
+ Dr Gale's ref. p. 518. Dr Gill's Expoſ. in loc. 
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to be, as man and wife, the ſole property of each 
other, ſo long as both continue in life. But it would 
be very natural for the Rabbins* to ſpeak in the 
manner above mentioned, and call marriage, ſanc- 
tification, as being that act in which every perſon is © 
ſanctified or ſet apart, in the ſenſe above given, by 
and for, the perſon who eſpouſes' him or her. And 
it would Rill be more natural, to call a huſband or 
wife, ſanctified or ſet apart, to, or by, the other 
party; becauſe no one could come into that relation. 
but at the ſame time, be, in this ſenſe, ſanctified. 
Now tho' ſanQify do not mean preciſely the ſame as 
eſpouſe, yet the uſe of the word among the Rabbins, 
E 3 | in N 
* am ready to imagine, it as in ſome ſuch way; 
that the ancient chriſtians were led to call baptiſm 
regeneration. Perſons were then uſually baptized 
when they were converted and embraced the goſpel ; 
hence after ſome time, it would be very natural to 
call baptized perſons, regenerated or enlightened as 
ſome have ſhewn they did; becauſe, if they refuſed 
to be baptized, it would be an evidence to them, of 
thoſe perſons who did ſo, being unregenerate, If 
they embraced this deſpiſed ordinance, eſpecially in 
theje times of darkneſs and perſecution, it would be 
a proof, at leaſt, ſomewhat. conſiderable, that the 
perſons who did fo, were converted, And hence from 
this uſe of the words baptiſm and regeneration, as 
a-muliitude of other errors and corruptions prevail- 
ed, I think they would be led te ſuppoſe tbat a perſon 
was regenerated in, or by, the ordinance of baptiſm. 
Fence after a time, they would be naturally led to 
call baptiſm regeneration ; and'/o, as perſons were 
ſatisfied none could be ſaved without regeneration, 
they would conclude none could be ſaved without bap- 
tiſm, and from hence, would plead for, and endea- 
veur. 10 introduce the bafiiſm of infants, As this is 
Age #2 
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in the ſenſe abovementioned, is I think, a on 
ation of the ſenſe we give to ſand) in the text, 


However, 1 | 
zd. It is very evident that the word has this ſenſe 


very commonly, in other parts of ſcripture, F mean 
to $ET APART. to a particular uſe, whether civil or 
ſacred, and whether by God or man We have 
the engl iſh word ſo uſed, in many places; the greek, 
by the ſeptuagint (till oftner z but the hebrew much 
more than either. I venture to give a few inltances, 
It is clearly in this ſenſe that the Lord calls the 
Medes { mikudaſhai ) his ſan@ified ones, i. e. thoſe 
he has choſen and ſet apart to be his inſtruments in 
deſtroying Babylon, 1/ai. xii, 3. And that the ene- 


| mies 4 W are n to prepare war ( heb, 


hadfbah 


a- a ectare that. doe not wack afit the argument, 


4 ſhall not be much concerned, if it be diſapproved, 


end ever refuted. But I muſt own, the more I think. 
en this ſubiect, and the more I am led to imagine, 


that things were: brought to what they are brought to, 


in ſome ſuch way as this, As to the uſe of the word: 


ſanctify among the Rabbins, above mentioned, I think, 
Buxtorf's wrds cited by Dr Gale, do not prove that 
they uled it in any ſenſe different from that I baue 


ventured to give it. His wordt are, apud Rabbinos 
przterea Kadaſh fynechdochice dicitur de conſeera · 


tione ſponſe. ad conjugium, concerning the conſe- 


« cration of the bride, at, or in marriage.” Now 
there muſt be as evident ground of diſtinction be. 
tween. what is done in, or by marriage, and the act 
of marriage itſelf, as between the effedt and the cauſe, 
So that if they really do mean the act of marriage 
by this word Kadaſh, I. ſhould rather think they de 
it by a common trope, a metonymy of the effect, than: 


that this is the proper ſenſe of the. apoſtle here, E- 


Jpecially as tbe ſenſe 1 Plead for, is fo natural and. 


common, 


(s) 


had/hu milBbamah fanctify war) again her. Jer. 
vi, 4. i. e. to ſeparate themſelves from other engage · 


ments, and prepare to march againſt, to affault, . 
take, and ſubdue her. And that the propher, when 
pleading with the Lord, Fer. xii, 3. ſays concern- 


ing the wicked, prepare them ( heb. hakdiſhem, ſept. 
hagniſon autous. /anct ih them for the day of Naughs 


ter, i. e. do thou, or rather, thou certainly wilt, 


ſet apart and appoint them to deſtruction, miſery, 


and woe. Alſo that the Lord, ſpeaking of Babylon, 


ſays, prepare ( heb. kadſhu, ſept. hagiaſate, /an@i/7 } 


the nations againſt her, which is explained in the 
next clauſe by call together againſt her the king- . 


doms of Ararat, Minni, and Afhchenax, &c. Fer, 


[ li, 27. And the prophet el ſays, /antifj a faßt, 
(heb. hadſhn tzom, /ept. hagiaſate neſteian,) Joel i, 
14. |, e. ſeparate and ſet apart a time for that ſo- 
lemn work, Alſo the prophet Zephaniah, fays, 
concerning Zadahb, whom the Lord determined to 
chaſtiſe, The Lord bath prepared a ſacrifice, he hath 
bid, [ heb. hikdiſh, ſept. hegiake, he hath /an@ified ) 
his gueſts, i. e. hath ſet apart and appointed the 
Egyptians and Chaldeans to aſſault, take and flay the 
men of Judah, and to rejoice over them, as per- 
ſons rejoice when invited to, and entertained at a 


feaſt; ſee alſo Fer. i, 5. Fx. xiii, 2, Nehem, iii, 1. 


Mic. iii, 5. Joel ii, 15, 16, Kc. In all which 
places, it is evident, the word /anctiß means to ſet - 


apart or appoint to ſome particular uſe or work. 


War then is meant by the word holy ? Now are 


ber (i. e. your children) holy. In order to under- 


tand this word, let us obſerve, 1. This holineſs in 
the children is not the effect of the parents faith, 
but of the unbeliever's ſanctification; as is indiſput- 
able, if we do but read the words. And it is quite 
marvellous that any one ſhould talk of children be- 
ing holy thro' or by their parents faith from theſe - 
wards. There is not, that I can ſee, an appear- 
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ance of it in the text. Nor would it be at all to the 


apoſtle's purpoſe to ſay what effects the faith of the 
parent had upon the children; ſince this could no 
way, that I can perceive, ſtrengthen, rior demonſtrate, 


the obligation of the parents to abide together, the. 


point he has in view. If we can form any idea of 
the ſenſe of a paſſage from the words of it, we 
muſt believe that this holineſs of the children ariſes 
from the ſanctification of the unbeliever by the be- 
liever Elſe, ſays he, 1, e if the unbeliever was 
not ſanctified by the believer, your children were un. 
clean ; but now, ſince the unbeliever is ſanctified by 
the believer, they are holy. 


2. This holineſs therefore, muſt be of the ſame 
nature in the children, with the ſanctification of the 


unbelieving parent, which is the cauſe of it. We 
know that In ſubjects of the ſame kind and na- 
« ture, /ike cauſes will have like effets,” is a firſt 


principle, and a fundamental maxim in all inquiries: 


both in the world of nature and grace, This univer- 


ſally allowed and repeatedly confirmed maxim, ſeems: 


neceflarily to prove that we cannot allow the holineſs 
of the children, to be at all different in kind,. from 
the ſanctification of the unbelieving parent; and 


eonſequently, that if this holineſs gives a title to 


goſpel ordinances, the unbelieving parent muſt have 


the firſt title to them. Beſides, if this holineſs gives 
children a right to bapri/7n, it muſt needs give them 
a right to the Lord's- Supper; for it muſt, I think be 
without controverſy allowed, that whatever gives a. 


right to the one, mult entitle to the other. 


3. It is very evident 1 think, from the very genius 
of the go/pel diſpenſation, and from the tenor of the 


new teſtament, that no ſort of ſæderal or reputed 
holineſs can give any title to pales por” of 
any kind, and that no ſuch holineſs could poflibly 


ariſe from the ſanaification of the unbeliever we 


have mentioned above, nor even from the faith- 5 | 
5 e 
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the believer, Theſe things, if I miſtake not, have 
generally been ſuppoſed and taken for granted, ra- 
ther than proved : Whereas they are the points chiefly 
neceſſary to be determined by fair reaſoning, and 
evident ſcripture proof, or elſe we can by no means 
argue from them in favour of infant-baptiſm, 

4. It 1s clear from the maxim mentioned above, 
from the nature of things as well as from ſerip- 
ture, that no holineſs can ariſe from the matrimonial 
ſanctification of the unbelieving parent, but a ligi- 
timate holineſs. q. d. It muſt be allowed that you 
ought to abide together, tho' one remain in unbe- 
lief, ſince you are under the ſame obligations to each 
other ſtil] : for if you had not legally eſpouſed and 
married, and thereby ſanctified or ſet apart, each 
other, it would naturally follow that your children 
are unclean, or children born in uncleanneſs; but 
now it is on all hands allowed, that by virtue of the 
ankle + contract, your children are lawful, legiti- 
mate children; whence it muſt follow, that your 
engagements remain inviolate, for thoſe thus joined 
together, cannot be put aſunder, Matt. xix, 6. and 
that you cannot be ſeparated from each other, on 
any religious account.“ | 

5. Tho' it be granted that this ſenſe of the word 
is ſomewhat uncommon, yet, as was long ſince ob- 
ſerved, by an eminent writer among the reformers, 
ihe connexion requires it ;* and this is not the only 
place in which we are obliged to take words in an 
uncommon ſenſe, by the ſcope and connexion of the 
paſſage in which they are found, + and I venture to 

pro- 


* & Connexio autem argumenti hec eſt, Si non 
placeret conſuetudo conjugalis, filii veſtri efſent ſpurii, 
& eatenas immundi, akathartoi. At flii veſtri non 
funt ſpurii, ergo conſuetuds conjugalis Deo placet. 
Melancton in loc. f We have ſeveral r 

this 


\ 
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propoſe it to the accurate reader whether the uſe off 

hegiaſtai, in the former part of the verſe, to denoigff ! 
matrimonial ſanctification, is not altoge her ſuffici- 
ent to juſtify the ſenſe of { hagia ) holy, which weſe 
now plead for? And the apoſtle evidently uſes theſ 
kindred word { hagiaſmos ) ſandification in a likefÞ; 
ſenſe, 1 The/, iv, 3, 4. which much confirms theJWp! 
ſenſe we give to 1 Cor. vii, 14. Beſides, as the pious" 
Mr Rees * juſtly obſerves, + The uſual diſtintionfÞÞ: 
in all civilized nations, between children born ing“ 
marriage, and out of marriage, has always been ol 
that of clean and unclean: therefore tis no won- a 
der the apeſile in this place ſpeaking of marriage}? 
(not of baptiſm) ſhould conform himſelf to theſÞ+ 
common mode of ſpeech, in calling children cleanſ® 
or unclean, holy or unholy, according as their parents} 
either kept together in the honourable ſtate of ma- In 
trimony, or parted at pleaſure, as unclean peopleſſ 
uſe to do, after they have lived together in a vile ! 
manner for ſome time. | And indeed, ſays he, hol 
matrimony is a known phraſe in the engliſh tongue. 
Theſe conſiderations I think, make it very evident, ſ! 
that the ſenſe we give to this paſſage is no way ab-ſ}* 
ſurd ; but quite eaſy, natural and ſcriptural ;' yea, 1}: 
cannot but apprehend, the only natural and ſcrip- 
tural one that can be given to it. I aſk thereaders 
pardon, if I have been too prolix, on a text ſo often 
brought into this controverſy. Tho' I apprehend it 
has no relation to it, yet I ſuppoſed this enlargement} 
neceſſary, in order, if poſſible, to do ſomething to- 
wards ſettling its ſenſe, 
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this; as yebarachecha 7ob i, 11, ii, 5. hakkedeſhoth; 
Hol. iv, 14. exouſian 1 Cor. xi, 10, G. * Anin- 
adverſions on Dr Ridgeley's diſcourſe of Inf. Baſt, 
p. 243. 8 
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ſes thelLet it firit be obſerved, that we need not recite any paſ- 
a likefſages in favour of believer's baptiſm, that is, to 
ms theſſprove that baptiſm was adminiſtered to believers in. 
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„„ 
Remarks on ſome Paſſages in the FATHERS, 
The moſt material and important of theſe paſſages 
eceſſary to be here mentioned are thoſe which follow.“ 


the primitive ages of chri/tianity. I his is on all 
hands allowed, Obſerve alſo, that all allow ih n⁰, 
baptiſm to obtain, at leaſt, in Africa, in the time 
of Cyprian, who was ordained Biſhop of Carthage, 
about A. D. 248. But it is diſputed whether it ob- 
tained before 


Origen flouriſhed about A. D. 230, 
And is owned by our brethren, the pædobapiſts, to 
be the firſt perſon we know of, who ſpoke expre/ly 
in favour of it. But, for reaſons to be afterwards 
mentioned, it is doubted whether he did ſpeak in fa- _ 
your of it or no: or rather, it is believed he did not. 

Yet ſome think it may be inferred from the expreſ- 
ſions of ſome who wrote before him: chiefly from 
Tuſtin Martyr and [renaus, One paſlage in each. 
In the former of theſe, we have mentioned a paſſage 
already, that I think, proves the contrary, ſee page 
32, from the ſame apology, p. 62, the following 
paſſage has been cited to prove that infants were 
baptized in his day, viz. Several perſons, ſays he, 
among us of both ſexes, of 60 or 70 years of age, 
(boi ek paidon emathetentheſan to Chriſto) who were 
diſcipled to Chriſt, or inſtincted in Chriſt, in or from 
their childhood, do till continue uncorrupted.” The 
argument on this paſſage is to this effect; They 


\ were diſcipled to Chriſt in their childhood, which 


* 


eſhoth; 
Anin: 


 Bapt: 


muſt include baptiſm; conſequently they were bap- 
f | tized 


* Some other paſſages have been cited; but 1 think, 
ew at this gay, will think them of much weight in. 
favour of infant-baptiſm 5 but if any do, they may 
read Dr Gale's refletions, Letters 111th, 1216, 13th, 
Dr Gill's Infant-baptiſin, an innovation, and others. 


(G) 
tized in childhood,” Anſw. 1. Thoſe who argue 
thus, allow that the word atheteuo on which the 
argument is founded, moſt naturally and moſt ge. 
nerally ſignifies to make diſciples by teaching ; con- 
ſequently it is more probable it does ſo here, than 
the contrary. 2. We have faid before, and endea- 
voured to prove, that the word /i#rily means to 
make diſciples by teaching; and believe it is never 
uſed to denote making diſciples excluſive of teaching. 
Now *till a paſſage can be produced, which proves 
the contrary, which, we may be ſure, would have been 
e'er now if it could have been, it is quite reaſonable 
that we ſtill inſiſt on it. 3. Timothy knew the ſcrip- 
ture from his childhood, and many fince him have 
been inſtructed and converted in their childhood; 
and the words of 7u/tin evidently mean no more, 
4. Tho baptiſm is not mentioned in the paſſage, 
nor does Juſtin ſeem at all, to have it in view, yet 
we may allow that thoſe who are thus inſtructed in 
Chri/t, ought to be baptized, whether old or young; 
fince it is not a perſon's age, but his ſtate, as be- 
ing converted or unconverted, that conſtitutes him 
a ſubject of that ordinance. This paſſage therefore, 
can poſſibly be no proof that infant: baptiſm was in 
uſe, in the days of Juſtin Martyr, © 
IRENZUs wrote about A. D. 180. his words, 
pleaded on this occaſion, are, © He (Chriſt) came to 
fave all. (qui per eum renaſcunter in Deum, infantes, 
& parvulos, Gc.) who by him are born again unto 
God, infants, and little ones, and children, and young 
men and old men” The argument on this paſſage, 
in fayour of infan{-baptiſm, is to this effect; To be 
born again in Irenæus, means to be baptized ; in- 
fants, as well as young men, &c. were thus born a- 
gain; therefore infanis were baptized.” Anſw. 1. 
It is well known that ſome learned men, and even 
ſome pædobapiſts, for reaſons not relating to baptiſm, 
dave ſhewn that there is reaſon to believe the chap- 
ae ter 


J 
5 
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ter in which theſe words are found is ſpurious, and 
not the work of Irenæus at all.“ 2. It is likewiſe 
well known that, ſuppoſe the chapter to be his, it 
is only a tranflation of his work by another hand, 
and this tranſlation a very barbarous one, as learn- 
ed men, in general declare. 3. It deſerves conſi- 
deration that Irenæur might uſe the ward, tranſlat- 
ed infantes, rather in a proper, than a vulgar ſenſe. 
Now in a proper ſenſe, the ſtate of infancy extends 
to the age of ſeven years; and many have been con- 
verted before that age. Monſeur Danet extends it 
to Hour teen. 9 And Dr Gale, after Mr Dodwell, 
(who is alſo followed herein by Mr Mbiſton) has 
offered very probable arguments, to prove that 
Irenæus himſelf extended it to fen. 1 The laws of 
England call all perſons infants who are under the 
age of faventy-one, Hence it is evident, that every 
argument founded on J[rexeus's uſe of this word, 
muſt be very precarious, The word uſed by the a- 
poltle Paul to Timothy, 2 Tim. iii, 15. which our 
tranſlators have rendered child, is very properly 
tranſlated an inſant; and perhaps no word can be 
found more proper to tranſlate it by than ihn,: 
here uſed by the tranſlator of {renzus. Several 
have tranſlated the words of Paul, from infancy. 
But Timothy could never be ſuch an infant at the 
time Paul refers to, as we mean in our vulgar uſe of 
the word. Few bapti/t-miniſters would be back- 
ward to baptize ſuch an-infant as he was, whem 


* See Gale's Ref. p. 465, 476. Rees's Animadver- 
lions on Dr Ridgley's p. 258, 259. || See, among 
others, Dupin in Irenæus, and Dr Gale, p. 476—480. 
$ Did. of gr. and rom. antiq. on the words tas 
and Balneæ. Þ Gale's Reflec. p. 501. Wall's De- 
fence, page 351, 352. + Vid wulg. lat. and Dr 
Doddridge in loc. and Leigh. crit. ſac. and pal. lex. 
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he knew the hely 3 which were able to male 
him viſe unto ſalvation. Should it therefore be 
granted that by renaſcuntur is meant baptized, it 
can never be improved into a proof, that in/ant-bap- 
tiſm, as now practiſed, was in uſe in the time of 
Trenæur. 4. Tho' the fat hert pretty dotmamonly in 
after times, uſed the word regeneration for bapti/om, 
yet. it muſt be owned, I think, that dreneus did 
ſometimes, if not always, uſe this word in a diffe- 
rent ſenſe, and conſequently, he might do ſo here, 
And many learned men ſuppale,: that this manner 
of ſpeaking did not obtain in the church ſo early as 
the time of Irenæus.“ To which we may add, 6. 
That 1 think two things in Trenæuss manner uf 
ſpeaking, ſhew, this could not be his meaning here. 
He ſays they are negenerated by 
J can neither fee truth nor ſenſe in faying perſons 
are baptized by Chriſt xo God. e bo too, chat 
Chriſt came to ſave 41 L theſe, Who are tenaſcuritur, 
Now it can by ne mieans be admitted, either chat 
Chriſt faves all who are baptized, or that he ſaves no 
other. Whoever has been prevailed on to admit the 
latter, I believe none were ever nn 
to aſſert the foriner. 
But take (renaſcintur) regenerated i in che plan 
ſctipture ſenſe, for renewing f tbe mind, ànd v 
make the good facher peak a very important, au- 
ful, aud affecting truth; ſince, how dreadfully ſo- 
ever it is diſregarded, it is elear beyond all polubl⸗ 
room for diſpute, (and let all unregenerate ſinners 
conſider it 1) that all who are chus b again, will 
be ſaved by Chriſt; but all others will inevitably 
_ [and eternally» periſh. But from theſe things ivd 
"maniftſ, —_— is not an appearance of _ 


x . 58. Gr / 4%, 
Bapt. an innovation. Doddridge en "Refentrrutivn 


Poſtſcript to pref. p. 10, Ih, 3d Edit. 


Chriſt to God. But 
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this paſſage of Ireneus, that infant-baptiſm Was 
practiſed in his day. 

Tertullian hved and wrote before Origen. He 
was preſtyter at Carthage i in Africa, and flouriſhed 
about the year. 200, But he ſpeaks expreſsly againſt 
infant-baptiſm. After arguing upon it a while, he 
infers thus, Therefore let them come, ſays he, 
(namely to be baptized) when they are grown up; 
let them come when they underſtand; when they 
are inſtructed whither it is that they come; let them 
be made chriſtians when they can know Chriſt, &c. * 
From hence, it is with great probability ſuppoſed that 
infant · baptiſin began about this time to be moved 
for in Africa, which Tertullian ſeeing, began to 
| | F. * op- 


wt Venlant ergo, * eke unt; veniant dum 
diſcut, dum quo veniant docentur; Gant chriſtiani 
cum Chriſtum noffe potuęrint. Fert. de. bab. cap. 
18. [ell know what has been ſail concerning the | 
clauſe (fi. non tam neceſſe) Sound in Pamelius's edi- 
lien of Tertullian, and, as he owns, taken from 
 Gagnzus, becau e he thou ht it moderated the opinion 
of Tertullian, with regard to infant-baptiſm. From 
this clauſe, it has been intimated ihat Tertullian al- 
lowed of infant-baptiſm, in danger of death, &c.. 
But ſome learned pædobaptiſts, as well as antipædo- 
| baptiſts; have ſaid ſo much to ſhew the impertinency 
and. impropriety of this clauſe, that I believe feau 
perſons of judgment, now, will think theſe to be 
Tertullian“? words ; or that it is neceſſary, any more 
ſhould here be aide concerning them, See Gale's ref. 
7 511. and Gill's inf. bapt. an innovation, I may 
farther add, I think it can be no proof that inſant- 
| baptiſm awas now in uſe, becauſe Tertullian wrote . 
againſt it. It is enough if it nw began to be moved 
for ; 4 4 ave have obſerved before, page 23, it was 
publicly decreed by the council in 9 that dipping 


ſhould 


(6) 


oppoſe it; ſinee no hint concerning it, nor reference 
to it, 'till his time, can be produced. „ 
Origen, before mentioned, who flouriſhed about 
230, is the firſt writer pretended to ſpeak expreſfly in 
favour of this practice, And what is Cited from his 
. work, mentions it as the uſage of the church, and an 
apoſtolic tradition, But there is great reaſon to be- 
lieve, theſe. were not. Origen's words; becauſe, 1. 
What is cited to this purpofe, is only from the latin 
tranſlation of his works, ſome of which were tranſlated 
by Jerom and Ruſſinus, who flouriſhed about 140 
years after, But they took ſo much liberty to add, 
leave out, or alter, what they pleaſed, that the learn - 
ed in general declare, theſe tranſlations are not to be 
truſted, becauſe in reading them, we know not whe- 
ther we read the works of Origen or his tranſlators, * 
Nothing is produced from his greek works that ſeems 
to favour the practice. That learned and honour- 
able writer, Sir Peter (afterward, Lord chief juſtice) 
Hing, has indeed produced a paſſage from Origen's 
comment on /att. xviii, 10, which is ſuppoſed to 
peak of the baptiſm of little ones; but Origen 
ſays, they are ſuch little ones, as, defire as new 
. born babes, the ſincere milk of the word, Gc. | which 
is an evidence of the baptiſm of be/zevers at that 
time; but has nothing to do with iz/ants, 2. A 


1 learned 


 feould be always uſed in baptiſm. Now none, I ima- 

giue will fay that aſperſion was then practiſæd in 
England; but only began to be moved for. And for 
the ſame reaſon for which the council might then pub- 
 licly oppoſe it, when only moved for, Tertullian might 
 avrite apainſ} it, * Vid Dupin in Origen and Ruf- 


nus. Gale's ref. letter 13. Gill's Inf. Bapt. an in- 


novation, p. 24—27. Lardner's Credib. part 2, 
. vol 3 p 210, &c. ÞF Inguiry concerning the con- 
| ftitution, &c. of the chriſtian church, part 2, P. 58. 
+ Walls „it. v. 1. p. 64. Gale's ref. p. 520. 
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learned writer, has produced two paſſages from 
Origen's greek works which ſpeak directly ſor believ- 
er's baptiſm, and even ſo as to exclude that of in- 


fants :* which one could not have expected, had 


the paſſage above mentioned, as cited in favour of 
infant baptiſm been his own, And the ſame author 
obſerves, { ©* that no writer before or after 0 igen, till 
the times of Ferom and Ruffinus, ever ſpoke of in- 
/ant-baptiſm, as the uſage of the church, or an a- 
poſtolic tradition; nor did even Cyprian, who came 
after him, and pleaded for it, ever quote Origen as 
ſaying this; nor does Auſtin, who long after, plead- 
ed for the practice as apoſtolic, ever appeal to Ori- 
gen's teſtimony of it.” All theſe things make it very 


| probable, that theſe words never came ſrom Origen 


but his tranſlators, Cyprian, Bp. of Carthage, who 
flouriſhed about 20 years after, clearly ſpeaks in fa- 
your of it. One Fidus, having ſome ſcruples about 
the time of ' adminiſtering it to an infant, i. e. whe- 
ther before the 8th day, or preciſely on that day, 
after the manner of circumciſion (which by the way, 
I think, proves that it had not been of long ſtand- 
ing in the church.) It was conſidered of in a coun- 
eil of ſixty- ſix biſhops, who conclude it may be ad- 
miniſtered at any age; of which Cyprian gives Fidus 
an acconnt, F At this time, therefore, it is clear 
enough that infant-bafptiſm did prevail ta Africa; 
and ſo did infant-communion, } and many other in- 
ventions of men, | which, the preſent: pædabaßptiſte, 
eſpecially among the proteſtants, don't at all admir 
of, Yet I believe one might venture to ſay, and it 
would be eaſy to prove, that we have as much au- 

15 F. 3 N tho- 


Dr Gill ut ſupra, p. 28, 29. 9 ib. p. 27. 
+ Cypr. Ei/t. 59, p. 137. Pamel. Ed. T Fi 
Cypr. de lap/is, p. 244. || See ſome of theſe men- 
tioned by Tertullian, de corona militis, c. 3, 4. 2. 
101, 102, | | 
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thority: for them, both from ſcripture and antiquity 
as.for the baptizing of infants. 

It may, perhaps, be of uſe to ſome reader, if we 
here mention the ſtate of the controverſy, and the 
chief point in diſpute between us and our brethren, 
the pedobaptiſts; in order, as far as may be, under 


a, divine bleſſing, to prevent, or put an end to, vaig 


F eng li 2g; that none of us for the future, may ſpend 


precious time in attempting to prove what needs no 
proof, or be weak enough to deny what every body 
of judgment and candor will allow. So far as I can ap- 
prehend, the following particulars will point it out, 


1. It is nor diſputed whether the ſcriptures, and an- 


tiquity, at leaſt for the firſt ſix' centuries, ſpeak of 
ſome who were baptized after believing. This is al- 
lowed on both ſides. 2. Nor whether baptiſm be 
properly adminiſtered by immerſion ; and. may be 


v ndicated both by ſcripture and antiquity. This 1s 
equally clear and univerſally allowed. 3. Nor whe- 


ther ALL infants ought to be baptized. I believe 


none will plead for this. I muſt own, I fear we have 


not been accuſtomed to ſpeak very, intelligibly on this 
head; yet 1 think none will attempt to vindicate 
the baptizing of all infants; nor of any, but thoſe 
born of believing parents. 4. Nor is it difputed. 
whether thoſe who have never been properly baptiz- 


ed before, ought to be baptized upon their believin 


in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt. It is allowed on both 
1ides, that they ought, 5. Nor whether we have 
any expreſs precept or precedent i in ſcripture, or the | 
writers of the two firlt centuries, for baptizing in- 
fants, I believe none will Pretend we have ſo much 
25 one. 6. Nor whether we have. any expreſs ac- - 
count ia ſcripture, or, the writings of the two firſt. 
2enturies, of any being ſprinkled, and that ſprink- - 
I ng called baptiſm, I believe none will pretend that 


cre is one inſtance of it. 7. Nor whether infant- 


9 Atiſir did prevail and get ground In the church. . 
"bt. 
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in the third and following centuries. Both parties 
allow that this was the cafe. But, 8, The points 
in debate, and to be determined, are, whether there 
be any paſſage in ſcripture from which it is neceſſa- 
rily inferred that baptiſm ought to be adminiſtered 
to the infants of believers, and whether ſprinkling 
is proper baptiſm.“ For, thoſe who baptize infants, 
own that they do it not from a plain and expreſs. 
ſcripture; but from inſerencet drawn from fome paſ- 
ſages. And I aſk leave to fay, I think thoſe infer- 
ences ſhould be very evident, and quite inconteſtible, 
or elſe we ſhould not venture to found any practice 
- || upon them, eſpecially a practice which cauſes ano- 
ther to be ſet aſide, which is founded upon plain and 
- | expreſs ſcripture, as the baptiſm of believers moſt 
e | evidently is. However, thoſe on the other ſide, do 
© - aſſert that, thoſe inferences are not juſt, nor fairly 
is | drawn from thoſe ſcriptures ; that they are evident- 
ly contrary to our Lord s commiſſion, and the prac- 
e tice of John the baptiſt, and of the apo/tler, Whe- 
's ther have the better ſide of the argument, and the 
is better foundation for their practice; and whether 
e proceed more ſafely, the reader muſt judge, If theſe 


0 


„„ , 


ſe few - 
AS * When theſt tauo points are determined, it will be 


g ea to deoide, aubhether on un we cught to baptize thoſe 
R bent upon their belizving in Chriſt, who have only been. 
„e /priniled in their infancys ence it:ſtems even io have been 
e Nellled and unconteſte principle iu. the church, that no. 

I unbaptized per ſon can be admitted tathe Lord's- ſupper, 
„ or eſtee med a regular church- member. See for prof of - 
i this, beſides nunberte/ſFether writers, Juſt. Mart. Apol. 
c- . 97, 98. Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, p. 337, 338, 339, 
& 343, roth edit. Lord King's inquiry, &c. part 2, p. 56. 
k- D/, Walls Hist. vol. 2, P. 4429 Now as:we are aſſu red. 
ar ly perſuaded that no one has any ſcriptute authority to 
15 baptize infants, and that ſprinkling is not baptiſm, nor | 
© JW as any relation to it, it is quite unreaſonable io accuſe. —— 
h, us of uncharitableneſs for admitting none to church: fel. 4 
. Whip "till baptized by immerſion... 2 
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few pages ſhall be any way helpful to him in paſſing 
this judgment, ſo that any upright enquirer is in- 
ſtructed, any weak mind eſtabliſhed, any article of 
divine truth ſet in a ſcripture light. I would give 


the glory to the bleſſed God, to whom I recommend 


both them and the reader, when I have offered a few 
words to thoſe ſtrange and unaccountable perſons, 
who profeſs to be followers and ſervants of the Lord 


Jeſus, yet own the truth of what is above ſaid, and that. 


believer's baptiſm is agreeable to ſcripture, . but live 


in the neglect of it, 2 e Their chief 


objections are ſuch as follow. hs . 
1. We have been baptized. with the holy ſpirit, 
and therefore need not be baptized in water.“ The. 
Rev. Mr Weſey's remarkable. words may be an an- 
ſwer to this; * commenting on Peter's words, can 
any man forbid water that theſe. ſhould not be bap- 
tized, who have received the Holy Ghoſt, he ſays, 
«« He does not ſay, they have the baptiſm of the 


ſpirit, therefore they do not need baptiſm with water,. 


But juſt the contrary : If they have received the ſpi- 
rit, then baptize them with water. How eaſily is 


this queſtion decided, if. we will take the word of 
God for our judge? Either men have received the 


Holy Ghoſt or not. If they have not, repent faith 
GoD, and be baptized, and ye ſhall receive the gift 


ef the Lol) Ghoſt If they have, if they are already 


baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, then avho can forbid 
mater? I hope thoſe who regard this eminent 


gentleman in other things, will alſo regard him in 


this note; and will eonſider how evidently and di- 


rectly they contradict, not only Mr Weſley, but the 


apoſtle Peter himſelf, when they make the baptiſm 
of the ſpirit (allowing the propriety of their phraſe) 


an objection againſt their being baptized with water. 


8 2. 8 


Note en Acts 1x, 47. 
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2. But ſay theſe perſons, «* Tis a little matter, 


and ſignifies little or nothing whether we attend to it 
or not.“ This is not a place to handle this matter 


at large, but let me aſk theſe perſons, do they con- 
ſider how they diſhonour the great and bleſſed Gop, 


by intimating that he hath given a command ſo little 


and inſignificant, that it matters little whether they 


obſerve it or no? Will an earthly maſter. be ſo treat- 


ed by a ſervant, who 1s only his fellow-creature ? If 
it is but a little matter, yet they allow it as a little 
matter; conſequently the neglect of it muſt be a lit- 
tle ſin. But can they be ſatisfied, or do they ima- 
vine the Lord will be pleaſed, that they ſhould live 
in the practice of a little fin ? Do they not remem- 
ber, that Chriſt calls it a part of righteouſneſs ? * 
And do they eſteem it a little matter whether they be 
followers of Chriſt, and whether they fulfill all righ- 
teouſneſs or no? Have they not heard-that the Lord 
eſteems a neglect of this ordinance, a rejeding of the 
counſel of God againſt themſelves ?® Luk, vii, 30. 
And is this a little matter ? Do they not know that 
omiſſion of known duty, is a rebellion which God 
elteems as the fin of witchcraft; and a ſtubbornneſs 
that is as iniguity and idolatry? 1 Sam. xv, 22, 23. 


And do they eſteem this a little matter ? May the 


good Lord open the eyes of theſe poor creatures, 
and give them to ſee their deluſion and their fin, 


that they may recover themſelves from the ſnare of 


the devil, who, ſo far, as this is the language of their 
hearts, with regard to any known duty, are molt 
evidently led captive by him at his will! 2 Tim. ii, 


26. Let me leave with them the words of him whom 


they pretend to ſerve, Why call ye me Lord, Lord, 
and do not the thing that I ſay ? Luk. vi, 46 And 
addreſs each of them in the language of Ananias, 
to one whoſe religion did not lie all in outward ap- 

pear- 


* Matt, in, 15 
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pearance, and empty faſh, but in ſybjeQion of the 
| wa ce, and empty tlie will of God; without which, all 
reterice to religion is a vain dream, a mere nothing, 
ud * 5 poſed elevations, the maſter-pjece of 8. 
' ti ons; to one, who did not place his reli. 
15 vr = it was faid, Acłr xxii, 16: Ariſe and 


baptized, aud. avaſh N thy fihs, calling upon 
| name of the Lord, even © eee fe 
46 whom with the Iran and Holy Gnos r, one 
unchangeable Gon. be endleſs * and unreſerv. 
ee. wy 


